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and post offices is likely to be permanent, it would 
be economical on the part of the Government to 
¥ . . . 

wovide for permanent buildings in these three 
re é 


ries These courts are very important ones, 
ve the gentlemen representing the cities con- 


cerned know that they are now actually turned 
f doors. 

Mes a two of these cities they actually refuse 
to hold any courts, for want of places in which to | 
hold them. From the city of Philadelphia we 
have had representations from grand juries, judges, 
and citizens, so that the fact 1g ascertained beyond 
any doubt that something must be done, or else 
‘ogtice will be at an end in these cities. I hope | 
the bill will be passed by the House. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I wish to call the attention 
of the gentleman from Tennessee for one moment 
to the phraseology in that part of the bill which 
proposes to make it necessary for the President to 
act—! mean that part of it which directs him to 
cause sites to be obtained. I think if the gentle- 
man desires to accomplish the object he has in 
view, he had better employ such phraseology as 
will leave the matter discretionary with the Presi- 
dent. {n liea of the words now employed, I 
would suggest the words ‘that he be author- 
ized.” 

Mr. STANTON. I accept the amendment. 

Mr. HAVEN. {I do not rise to interpose any 
objection to the bill, but I would like to hear it | 
read as it is amended. 

The bill, as amended, was then read through by 
the Clerk. 
Mr. HENDRICKS. I move further to amend 
the bill by inserting the city of Indianapolis, in the 
State of Indiana, as one of the points or places to | 
be provided for in this bill. 

| woul! say just one word to the House in sup- 
portofthisamendment. The business men of the 
State of Indiana met last winter on this subject, 
and instructed me to present the question to the 
House of Representatives, and also instructed 
the delegation of Indiana to support such a prop- 
osition. There is at present no place in the State 
of Indiana suitable for the Federal courts to hold 
their sessions. I do not knowthat [ can add any 
argument which will enforce the necessity of adopt- 
ing the amendment. 

Mr. STANTON. I hope the gentleman from 
Indiana will withhold his amendment for the pres- 
ent. Lassure him that the Judiciary Committee 
would not have asked the House to consider this 
bill at the present time, but for the fact that in 
these cities the Federal courts cannot be held. In 
the city of Philadelphia, 1 am informed, the papers 
connected with the courts are actually locked up || 
in the vaults of one of the banks, because there | 
isnd proper place to keep them in. The whole | 
world knows that the court-house in the city of 
New York has been recently burned down, and 
that in the city of Boston the courts are turned 
out of doors, and there is no place whatever for | 
the sessions of the courts to be held in. I pre- 
sume the gentleman from {ndiana will not say that 
in his State there is this pressing necessity for a 
court-house; and I therefore hope that the gentle- 
man will ari his amendment in this bill. 1} 

Mr. HENDRICKS. The Federal courts have || 
no room at all in the city of Indianapolis. They || 
hold theirsessions in the Senate Chamber, which 
is by no means a suitable building for the purpose. | 

he supreme court of the State of Indiana occu- | 
pies rooms, so that at the time said court is in ses- 
sion, these rooms cannot be occupied by the Fed- | 
eral courts, and there is no suitable building for the || 

eral courts in the city of Indianapolis at all. || 
ae Senate Chamber is not fit for the purpose. || 
=> Dobe se itis that I think this is a proper || 
_. ‘0 have provision made for the cify of In- 
dianapolis in this bill, 
be eer ANTON . I ask the gentleman what | 
iis ter aera to do when the State is divided | 
hd © judicial districts? Does not the gentle- | 
Propese to have it so divided ? 
ant HENDRICKS. No, I do not proposeit, 
ope it will not be done. Jt is not neces- 








| setts will yield me the floor a moment, | wish to 
give notice to the House thatit is my intention to | 


_ men who have post routes in which they are in- | might be used — the erection of a custom- 
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districts. One district does all the business which 
Indiana presents. I think this is as important a 
point for building a Federal court as any other 
proposed in the bill. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. If there are 
to be any amendments proposed to this bill, | wil 
also propose to amend the amendment so as to 
have the State of Illinois come in for a share of 
the benefit, as there is great need for the erection 
of a Federal court there. But l.am willing that 
this bill should go through as itis. However, i/ 
amendments are to be introduced, it is but fatr 
that we should all have an opportunity of amend- 
ing. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I am certain the gentle- 
man from Illinois does not propose to embarrass 
my amendment. 1 ask him if the business men 
of his State have instructed him to present that 
proposition ? 

Mr. WASHBURNE. I would state, in reply 
to the gentleman from Indiana, that my instruc- 
tions are—the public good of my own State. — 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I am instructed to pre- 
sent the proposition I have offered by all the peo- 
ple of the State of Indiana interested in such 
business. That is my apology for asking the 
adoption of this amendment in «the bill. The 
cities of Philadelphia, and Boston, and New York 
are much better able to provide buildings for the 
Federal courts than the city of Indianapolis is, 
I think, therefore, that my amendment should be 
adopted. . 

Mr.STANTON. I move the previous ques- 
tion. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

The question was taken on Mr. Henprick’s 


/amendment to the amendment; and it was not 


agreed to. 
The bill was then ordered to a third reading, and 
was subsequently read a third time, anc passed. 


Mr. STANTON. I move to amend the title 
so as to correspond with the amendment adopted. 
I move that the title be as follows: 

Bill to provide for the accommodation of the | 
courts of the United States in the districts of Mas- 
sachusetts, Pennsylvania, and New York. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I move to reconsider the 
vote by which the bili was passed, and also to lay 
the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 


Mr. CRAIGE. lI ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to take from the Speaker’s table a 
Senate bill, (No. 227,).for the purpose of having 
it referred to a standing committee. 

No objection being made, Senate bill (No. 227) 
‘*to authorize the extension and completion of 
the Treasury buildings, and also the construction 
of a building for the War and Navy and Interior 
Departments,’’ was taken from the Speaker’s 
table, read a first and second time by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Mr. OLDS. 
business. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
ness is the further consideration of the bill ** to 
amend the act entitled an act to amend an act en- | 
titled an act to reduce and modify the rates of 
postage of the United States,’’’ passed August 30, 
1852. The pending motion is to refer the bill to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union; and upon that question the gentleman from 
Massachusetts (Mr. Exsor} has the floor. 


Mr. OLDS. If the gentleman from Massachu- 


I call for the regular order of 


report to-morrow the post route bill, and I take | 
this occasion to express a wish that those gentle- | 


terested, and which they desire to have inserted in | 


| the bill, will to-day go to the committee room and | 


sary to divide the State of Indiana into two judicial || see that they are in, and in correctly, too; for it | 
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not unfrequently happens that the names of places 
are spelled wrong. 
BILLS REPORTED. 

Mr. EDMANDS, by unanimous consent, from 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported the 
following bills; which were read a first and seeond 
time by their respective titles, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, and ordered wo be 
printed: 

An act for the relief of George J. Rallston; 

An act for the relief of Joseph McMinn; and 

An act for the relief of Asa Leach. 


MAIL BETWEEN CALIFORNIA AND CHINA. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. [I ask the unanimous 
consent of the House to take from the Speaker's 
table, for the purpose of having it referred toa 
committee, a Senate bill in reference to steam 
communication between the Pacific coast and 
China. 

No objection being made, Senate bill (No. 411) 
entitled **An act to establish a line of steamships 
between San Francisco, and Shanghai, in China, 


| touching at the Sandwich Islandsand Japan,’’ was 


taken from the Speaker’s table, read a first and 
second time by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. McDOUGALL also, by unanimous con- 
sent, presented the joint resolution of the Legis- 
lature of the State of California, requesting a 
weekly mail service between the Atlantic coast and 


| San Francisco; which was referred to the Com- 


mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


RATES OF POSTAGE ON NEWSPAPERS. 

The House then proceeded to the regular order 
of business. 

Mr. ELIOT, of Massachusetts, who was enti- 
tled to the floor, said: I have buta few words that 
I desire to add. Indeed 1 should not have entered 
into the discussion, but that the interests of my 
own State seemed so deeply involved that I feared 
it might betoken a remissness which does not by 
any means exist, if her voice were not heard at 


| all. But I have heard that a friend and colleague 


from Massachusetts [Mr. Water] designed to 
speak—so that it may be that, if my time had been 


‘| more silently spent, it would have been more 


usefully passed. 

But this is my argument: The bill, in order to 
be effectual, must double to the reader of mailed 
That would 
be, in effect, a tax upon the means of education, 
and upon intelligence, and would operate as @ hin- 
drance to the mental growth of the péople. If the 
bill did not so dperate, it would be because the 
printed matter now subject to charge would be dis- 
tributed through other channels than the mail. In 
that case the bill itself would be of no benefit to the 
Department; so that to benefit the Department it 
must injure the people! 

Such legislation is unwise, unless imperatively 
demanded by the poverty of the Government. 
That is not the fact at this time. Nor do the ar- 
guments advanced in support of the bill show a 
rightful necessity for such legislative action. The 
idea that, at this time, our Post Office establish- 


|| mentshould sustain itself, is altogether erroneous. 


There are too many expensive post routes estab- 
lished, and too much free matter mailed, and teo 


| heavy ocean contracts entered into, to make it 


practicable, without such addition to our postage 
But if the theory were 
well founded, time enough has not elapsed since 
the reduction of postages to enable any one to say 
that, as a permanent establishment, it will not be 
self-supported. 

Nor is it possible to pass a law by which they 


| who use the office shall pay yor the benefits of the 


office, and be just to the several States, without 
establishing different rates of charge in different 
sections of covntry,swhich no man who regards 
the Union would advocate. And the argument 
proves too much. The same kind of argument 


house at a port of entry, because that port of en- 
try did not pay duties enough to defray the ex- 
pense. The true theory, so long as one poatal 
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establishment exists, is for the Government to pay 
& part, and the people a part. All Are benefited. 
And the present system substantially effects that 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I call for the previous 


question. “ 

The previous question received a second, and 
the main question was ordered to be put, being 
first upon the motion to refer the bill to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. PECK. 1 demand the yeas and nays on 
that motion. 

Tife yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. DICKINSON. I moveto lay the bill upon 
the table 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken on Mr. Dicktnson’s 
motion; and it was decided in the affirmative— 
yeas 74, nays 67; as follows: 

Bugg 


YEAS—Messers. Appleton, Belcher, Benson, ug, 
Campbell, Carpenter, Chandler, Corwin, Cox, Crocker, 
Cuilom, Curtis, Thomas Davis, Dawson, Dick, Dickin 
son, Kastman, Edmands, Thomas D. Eliot, Everhart, 
Farley. Florence, Giddings, Goodrich, Grow, Aaron Har 
Jan, Harrison, Haven, Hughes, Hunt, fngersoll, J. Glancy 
Jones, Kittredge, Knox, MeCulloch, Mace, Matieson, 
Maurice, Middieswarth, Morgan, Murray, Andrew Oliver, 
Parker, Peck, Peckham, Pennington sishop Perkins, 
Pratt, Pringle, David Ritchie, Robbins, Russell, Sabin, 
Sapp, Simmons, Skelton, Gerrit Smith, Soltlers, Richard 
H. Stanton, Join L. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Up 
hain, Vail, Wade, Walley, Waleh, Bilihu B. Washburne, 
lerae!l Washburn, John Wenwworb, Tappan Wentworth, 
Wheeler, Witte, Hendrick B. Wright, and Zollicoffer—74. 

NAYS—Meassrs Willis Allen, Ashe, Barksd:le, Bliss, 
Boyce, Bridges, Caruthers, Chastain, Chrisman, Clark, 
Cobb, Colquitt, John G. Davis, Dent, Dowdell, Dunham, 
Edgerton, Edimundson, Faulkner, Frauklin, Goode, Green 
wood, Sampson W. Harris, Hastings, Hendricks, Henn, 
Hill, Honston, Johnson, Daniel TT. Jones, Roland Jones, 
Keitt, Kerr, Kurtz, Lamb, Lilly, Lindsley, McDougall, 
MeMullin. McNair, McQuern, Macy, Maxwell, Jolin G. 
Miller, Milison, Morrison, Nichols, Noble, Olds, Orr, 
Packer, John Perkins, Phelps, Powell, Puryear, Ready, 
Rerse, Rowe, Seward, Shaw, William Simith, William 
R. Smith, George W. Smyth, Hestor L. Stevens, Suatton, 
Trout, and Daniel B. Wright—67. 


I demand the 


So the bill was laid upon the table, 


Mr. WHEELER. I move that the vote by 
which the bill was laid upon the table be recon- 
sidered, and that that motion be laid upon the 
table. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I demand the yeas and 
nays on the latter motion, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Is it in order to move that 
the House now resolve itself into the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Then I submit that motion. 

Mr. McMULLIN. [I trust the gentleman will 
withdraw his motion until we can dispose of the 
business now upon the Speaker’s table. There 
are some billsthere which ought to be referred. 

Mr. HOUSTON. If the House resolves to go 
to the business on the Speaker’s table, the bill 
which was yesterday postponed until action was 
had onthe Army bill, which is now under consid- 
eration in the Committee of the Whole, will come 
“up first in order, and will have to be again post- 

oned, 

Mr. McMULLIN. We can informally pass 
that bill, and go to the other business upon the 
Speaker's table. It should be disposed of in one 
way or the other. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I must decline to withdraw 
my motion. ‘ 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I demand tellers on 
the motion. 


1 


Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Wuee.er 


and Rossins were appointed. 

The question was taken, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 75, noes 59. 

So the motion was agreed to. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. Wricur, of Pennsylvania, in the 
chair,) and resumed the consideration of 4he bill 
**making appropriations for the support of the 
Army for the year ending 30th June, 1855.”’ 


The following paragraph having been reported | 


by the Clerk: 


** Por repairs and improvements and new machinery at 
Harper's Ferry, 339,200" — 


Mr, FAULKNER said: I was about offering 
an amendment to that paragraph when the com- 
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mittee rose yesterday. | now move to reduce that 
appropriation from $39,200 to $35,100. 

The explanation of this reduction I can briefly 
state to the committee. There are three items em- 
braced in the estimate, one of $1,300, one of 
$1,000, and one‘of $1,800, in respectto which it is 
asceriained that the improvements contemplated 
have already been made there; and, therefore, there 
is nO necessity for any further appropriation for 
them. While I make this statement, | deem it 
due to the superintendent at Harper’s Ferry, and 
also to the Secretary of War, who presented the 
estimates to the Elouse, to state that in document 
No. 1, pages 276-7, there is conclusive evidence 
to show that there was no intention to practice any 
deception whatever on Congress; because the fact 
ig set forth in that document, that these improve- 
ments had already been finished. And, therefore, 
in point of fact, this estimate can be regarded in 
no other light than an act of mere carelessness 
and inattention on the part of those who made it 
out at Harper’s Ferry.- | move to reduce the ap- 
propriation to $35,100. 

[Cries of ** Question!’’ ** Question !’’] 

Mr. DICKINSON. I should like to ask the 
gentleman from Virginia whether these estimates 
embrace any expenditures which have already 
been made there? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I have already stated to 
the committee, that they embrace three items of 
expenditure, where the work referred to. has 
already been done and paid for. And whilel state 
this fact, | deen, it also proper to state, in justice 
to those who made these erroneous estimates, that 
they had themselves furnished, in document No. 
1, page 276, evidence of the fact, that these esti- 
mates embraced improvements which had already 
been executed and paid for. So that it can be re- 
garded in no Other light than as a matter of mere 
carelessness and inattention, and should not reflect 
upon the fairness, honesty, or honor of those who 
made them. 

Mr. DICKINSON. I wish to ask the gentle- 
man if he is satisfied, from his own knowledge, 
that this application for this money upon the esti- 
mates 1s proper to be made, and such as the 
House ought to vote for? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Iam satisfied in reference 
to all the eStimates which | have not moved to 
strike out, thatthe appropriations should be made, 
and those which | have asked to be stricken out, 
are estimates for works which have already been 
executed and paid for. 

Mr. DICKINSON. I am opposed to the 
amendment, and my object, as the House will see, 
in asking these questions, was to allow the gentle- 
man to put himself upon the record, with reference 
to these appropriations. He has signed a report 
which shows to this House, or states to this 
House, that great misappropriations have been 
made of the money appropriated for the Harper’s 
Ferry armory; and,in consequence of that and 
similar statements, the House has been induced to 
vote thata change should be made in the super- 
intendency of that work, as well as in other works, 

Now, sir, if apprepriations are asked forin this 
bill which can be dispensed with properly, and 
there is to be a change of the power which is to 
administer the Government there, it is but due to 
the incoming administration to allow it to make 
its own estimates, and its demands for such ap- 
propriations as in its judgment are wise and eco- 
nomical, and called for by a just regard for the 
interest of the Government in the manufacture of 
arms. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Will the gentleman allow 
me to make one single remark? It is this: | am 
asking that these three items may be stricken out, 
after a full interview upon the subject with the Sec- 
retary of War, and with the knowledge of the head 
of the Ordnance Bureau. The explanation in refer- 
ence to this matter will be found in Document No. 
1, page 276, and I never saw or heard of it until 
yesterday, for if I had, it should have been 
brought to the attention of the select committee. 
In this | repair the wrong done to them in the re- 
port of the majority. My purpose is justice, so 
far as it can be obtained. 


Mr. PECKHAM. 


amendment at this time to the amendment? 


| 


The CHAIRMAN, 
Mr. PECKHAM. 
appropriation in line one hundred and twenty- 

one—— 


It is. 


Is it in order to move an | 


Then I move to reduce the | 


uly 19, 


The CHAIRMAN, (interrupting.) 
of ie bi is already passed. 

Mr. PECKHAM. Is it irr 

The CHAIRMAN. ltign Y Pasted? 

Mr. PECKHAM. Then! move to 
providing that no part of the mone 
$40,000, shall be appropriated until six month 
hereafter. 1 suppose that amendment is in ord ¥ 
I wish to reduce the $200,000 appro - 
$40;000, for the manufacture of arm 
amendment in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not. 

The question was then taken; and th 
ment was not agreed to. 


Mr. FAULKNER. 
amendment: 

And the moneys derived from the reeent sale of jor 
Harper’s Ferry, are also hereby appropriated unde om 

. a” a ; “ie T the 
direction of the Secretary of War, tor the Purpose of jm. 
proving the property retained by the United States 
place, who is also authorized to apply the remai; 
staliments, as they become dire, to the same object ; and 
the Secretary of War is directed to make a report to Con. 
gress, exhibiting, in detail, the application made by him of 
the said proceeds of sale to the improvement of the Gov. 
ernment property at that place. 

Mr. FAULKNER said: The object of thig 
amendment 1s to authorize the Secretary of Wo; 
to make application of the proceeds of the sales of 
lots which has recently taken place at Harper's 
Ferry to the improvement of the Government 
worksat Harper’s Ferry. Itappears froma siate. 
ment which I hold in my hands from the Maiog 
of Ordnance, dated the 18th of May, that * the 
amount, up to the 3lstof March, deposited in the 
Treasur y on account of the sale of public lands 
at this armory, is about $27,692 31; the amount 
in the hands of paymaster, and wot yet deposited 
$2,100—there remaining yet to be paid by the 
purchasers the sum of about $28,854 52, Which, 
together with the sales of unreserved ground au- 
thorized ultimately to be made by the report of 
the board of officers, will amount to at least the 
sum of $90,800—not less:’? That is the amount 
arising from the sale of lots at Harper’s Ferry, 
I propose by that amendment that, inasmuch asa 
new arsenal is required there, and other improve- 
ments of the public works are required, that the 
Secretary of War shall be authorized to make 
application of the sale of this Government prop- 
erty for the improvement of the Government 
works there, in such manner as, in his discretion 
and judgment, may seem best for the public in- 
terest. This was recommended by the Secretary 
of War, and is among the estimates laid before 
Congress. I will further add, that a similar pro- 
vision passed the Senate at the last session of Con- 
gress, but was not acted upon favorably in this 
House. Itstrikes me that the application, in every 
point of view, will be just and proper. It is 
money arising from the sale of Government prop 
erty. 

The amount expended at Harper’s Ferry is far 
short of what has been expended at Springfield 
in Massachusetts, for machinery and improve 
ments. They are boasting of their superiority 
over us in the manufacture of arms, and are 
making it a matter for exultation that they are able 
to manufacture the musket one dollar and twen'y- 
five cents cheaper than we can. That is owing 
to the fact that the Government has expended a 
larger amount of money at Springfield, 1 pet- 
fecting the machinery and affording other facil 
ties, of which we have not the benefit. 1 ask, 
therefore, that this fund, not coming directly out 
of the public Treasury, but from the very spot 
where it is proposed to be expended, shall be #p- 
plied, under the direction of the Secretary of War, 
to the erection of suitable buildings, and the pur 
chase of such machinery as will put the armory 
at Harper’s Ferry on an equality with ils rival at 

'the North. Can my friend oppose that? As he 

inclined to see us taunted with inferiority the 

| manufacture of arms, when the superiority of the 
| Springfield armory results alone from the greatet 

"expenditure made there by the Government? We 

_have ample water-power and everything to com 

| pete with the Springfield armory, had we #! Hare 
per’s Ferry the same conveniences of building: 
and machinery which they at the North py 
regret that the five-minute rule does not enabi’ 

_ me to explain the justice of this proposition mor 
in detail; but I gm satisfied, if ] had the oppor” 

| nity of doing so, the committee would look w! 

| favor upon my amendment. When the War 
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artment determ! 
’s Ferry—— 
at Harper's y > 
(Here the hammer fell.] 


ned upon a sale of the vacant lots 


Mr. CRAIGE. This seems to meto be one of 
he most extraordinary moves for the expenditure 
“eohe public money that | have ever seen or heard 
of; but it is not more extraordinary than that the 
amendment should proceed from the source whence 
it does, and be supported by the argument with 
which it is. {I thought che other day, when we 
were discussing the question of the superintend- 
of the national armories, that the great argu- 
ist the military system, and by which 


of the f 


ency ; 
ment agair 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE, — 


| : : a eed : oe 
|; My constituents are interested in their profitable 


_and economical management. I shall nottax my 


|| constituents to quarter the constituents of any 


| one upon funds thus levied. 

But, sir, the committee have acted upon this 
matter, and let us see its action. The armories 
were put by law under the Ordnance Department, 
and the President was authorized to select the 
most suitable person to manage them. The com- 
mittee have restricted his discretion, and limited 
him to a choice among ‘ civilians,’’ as they are 
termed. Why this change? Mr. Bett, of Ten- 
nessee, in 1841, when Secretary of War, appoint- 


} y endeavored to break 1t down, was, that under#| ed a member of the Ordnance Corps to these 
the . 


that system the expenditures were more extrava- 
gant than under the civil system, because of the 
larger appropriations for officers’ quarters, &c. 
But is it possible, Mr. Chairman, that this com- 
mittee will sanction the principle laid down by the 
sentiemen on the other side, that this money does 
not come out of the public lreasury? By parity 
of reasoning, New York should receive all the 
money collected at that city as duties over and 
ahove expenses. The same with Philadelphia. 
The public money, wherever collected, | appre- 
hend, is taken from the people, and goes into the 
public Treasury. Therefore, | cannot see any 
force in the gentleman’s argument, that, because 
the Government receives money from the gale of 
public property at Harper’s Ferry, that money 
should be appropriated to that place. 

| am satisfied of one thing, and that is, that the 
gentlemen who yesterday, or the day before, were 
so earnest.in opposition to the extravagant expend- 
(tures at these armories, are not as earnest now. 
Circumstances, in other words, alter cases. When 
endeavoring to break down the military system 
the expenditures were too extravagant, and by 


theuse of such arguments they succeeded in what | 


they proposed Now that F arper’s Ferry is to 
be benefited, these appropriations are all right. 
indeed, we have one of those extraordinary exhi- 
bitions which | always regret to see. 

Mr. FAULKNER. [am sure that the gentle- 
man would not speak qs he does if he had heard 
my remarks made yesterday. I expressly dis- 
claimed then making any assault on the military 
system because of the expenditures, either at Har- 
per’s Ferry or Springfield. 

Mr.CRAIGE. Very well. But I was going 
on to say that | was more surprised still at the 
other argument made by the gentleman, that this 
appropriation should be granted because it was 
forthe South. Iam asked as a southern man to 
vote for the appropriation. I have always been 
opposed to these sectional appeals. 
made now on ail occasions. We cannot have a 
miserable appropriation for $10,000 before us 
without being asked, either as northern or south- 
ern men, to give it our support. The gentleman 
should recollect the noble sentiment of one for 


least in as small a matter as this, to know no 
North, no South, no East, no West. If thereare 
any further reasons to be assigned for voting the 
amendment, I should like to hear them; but until 
1 hear something more convincing than I have 
yet heard, | shall vote against it. 

Mr. KEITT. I desire to ask the Chair if an 
amendment is in order at this time? 

TheCHAIRMAN. Anamendment is in order. 

Mr KEITT. Then I move to strike out the 
words ‘Secretary of War,” and substitute the 


following: ‘under the management of the super- | 


intendent, who shall be a practical mechanic, and 
shall not have held political office.” 


é lt is scarcely necessary for me to say, Mr. | 
hairman, that I have entire confidence in the | 


Secretary of War. His exploits in the field have 
illamined our banner, and his wisdom in legisla- 
tion has benefited the whole country. Then I 
cannot be supposed to refer to him. I offer the 
amendment as pertinent to the action of the com- 
mittee upon that portion of the bill now under 
consideration, which relates to the management of 
the armories. Sir, | was for giving the widest 


range to the Administration in the selection of | 
Suitable persons to manage these institutions. I | 


Was Opposed to any invidious discrimination be- 
tween the various pursuitsof the country. I was 
opposed to the recognition of classesas hostile to 
the theory of our Government. These are works 
common 


taxes paid by every section inte the Treasury, and 


They are | 


armories, from a desire, he said, in his testimony 
before us, to rescue these works from partisan 
favoritism. 

Now, sir, I ask if this Democratic Congress, 
with eighty majority, and with the prestige of 
unparalleled success throughout the country, has 
been reduced to the *‘ lean and slippered condition”’ 
of throwing the armories back again into the fur- 
nace of party? But, sir, gentlemen who were un- 
sparingly zealous for the change, urged that the 
great mechanical interest of the Government had 
a right tothese offices. Sir, | recognize no man’s 
right to any office; but these gentlemen zealously 
urged such right. 

The cry was, ‘‘ working mechanics should be 
put at the head of these armories.’’ Sir, | believed 
that this ery was only for effect—now I intend to 
test it. I believed that politicians were to be put 
into these superintendencies as a reward for par- 
tisan services, and not mechanics, as a tribute to 
American genius and skill. In this contest be- 
tween the politician and the mechanic, I am in 
favor of the mechanic, and | want to test the sin- 
cerity of this clamor for the mechanical interest. 
Sir, one would think, from the impetuous profes- 
sions here of favor for the mechanics as a class, 
that the ** Know-Nothings ”’ had terrified the De- 
mocracy from the embraces of the foreigners, and 
that, in their alarm, they are convulsively hugging 
the mechanics. Now, sir, I do not want a time- 
serving embrace; | want a manly and honest one. 
| waat the committee to support the mechanic 
against the politician, and not use the mechanic 
merely to promote the interest of the politician. 

I am opposed, asI said before, to any invidious 
discriminations among our citizens; but if gentle- 
men are determined to make them, I desire that 
they be made sincerely and faithfully. If they 
must be made, I prefer the mechanic to the poli 
tician, and [ hold gentlemen to that distinction, 
when they have made it, as the least dangerous. 
Sir, I do not wanta jaded, and broken-down, and 
spavined politician in these offices. My constitu- 

| ents pay a portion of the tuxes, and | want to 
quarter no politician upon their earnings. 

Sir, I cannot think that the Democratic party 


|| need to make capital out of the offices at these 
whom he professes to have a great reverence, at | 


armories, which were rescued from political favor- 
| itism by a Whig Administration, and which act 
has been approved by every subsequent Demo- 
cratic Administration. Now, sir, if the object is 
not to extend the patronage of party, and make 


|| chanic. 


political capital out of these offices, but if the ob- 
ject be sincerely to benefit and honor the mechan- 


| igal interest, let this amendment be adopted. 
Sir, | cannot be told that the President should 


class of mechanics. Sir, I urged unrestricted dis- 


was met with the avowal that the mechanics had 
a right to these offices. If they have such right, 
do not defraud them out of it. - The committee, 
sir, have expressed their motives for a change; 
have given as a controlling reason, the right of the 
mechanics, and now I ask the committee to carry 


| speculation. 
Sir, | may say in conclusion, that I have full 
confidence in the Administration, and that I be- 


ecutive department so far. 


| Why, look at it. 
|man? Are not the Secretary of War, Colonel 


have a wider discretion than what they call the | 
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Mr. CRAIGE. I rise to a question of order, 
The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. av iteeh 
introduced a proposition that the Committee o 
the Whole should be governed by the same rules 
that we have in the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Letcuer] is 
in order. 

Mr. LETCHER. I am re; lying to the gentle- 
man from South Carolina, [Mr. Kerrr.] Now, 
sir, Lsay, so far as this matter is concerned, that 
when thegentleman undertakes, by hisameadment, 
to place these armories in the hands of those who 
have no politics, he will have to go somewhere 
else than to the Army to find them. 

Mr. KEITT. 1 said that ifsuch an amend- 
ment were not adopted, the armories would be 
under the control of politics. 

Mr. LETCHER. Then if they are under the 
control of politics now, what is the use of all the 
fuss that is being made about it? If the Army 
officers are just as much politicians as civilians, 
what is the use of the gentleman from South Car- 
olina talking about broken-down politicians who 
have rendered services at the hustings? ; 

Mr. KEITT. Ido not say the Army officers 
are politicians, but | say that when the armories 
are put under the control of politics as argued 
here, that even officers would be brought under 
that control. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. 
tleman from Virginia have the goodness to yield 
me the floor for a moment? 

Mr. LETCHER. Certainly. 

Mr. STANTON. What 1 desire tosay is this, 
and I[ challenge contradiction of the statement, 
that during the forty-seven years in which these 
armories were under civil control, not a single 
man was removed for political causes, and more- 
over, nearly every man who occupied a position 
in them died in office or resigned. 

Mr. CRAIGE. I apprehend that the Chair 
did not understand my point of order. 

Mr. LETCHER. Gentlemen are creating a 
great deal of disorder here unnecessarily, by in- 
terrupting me. (Laughter.] 

Mr. CRAIGE. I made my point of order on 
the gentleman from Virginia, and | would make 
on any other gentiemanin the House sooner than 
on him. 

Mr. LETCHER. 
ception. 

Mr. CRAIGE. The amendment offered by the 
gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. Kerrrt,] is, 
that this eppropriation, so much desired by my 
friend from Virginia, should be disbursed under 
the direction of a mechanic. 

Mr. KEITT. That the superintendent should 
be a practical mechanic. 


Mr. CRAIGE. Exactly. 


Oh don’t make me an ex- 


His amendment is, 


that the superintendent hereafter to be appoiited 


' tary superintendence. 


cretion as important to the public interests; but I |) 


at each of these armories, must be a practical me- 
My friend from Virginia opposed that 
amendment on theground that the gentieman from 
South Carolina proposes to put them under mili- 
Now, it is no such thing. 
Mr. LETCHER. The gentleman from South 
Carolina also proposed that the superintendent 
should have held no political office. 


A Memper. No, sir. 
Mr. LETCHER. Well, something of that 
sort. 


Several Mempers. Yes. 


Mr. LETCHER. Ithoughtitwasso. Now, 
if the gentleman had talked about placing theve 


/armories under mechanics, yesterday or the ey 


before, or whatever day he was making his spee 


‘before the House, I should have been very much 


out its purposes in good faith—I want no political | 


lieve that the principles of the Republican party in | 
their entire integrity, are lodged only in the Ex- | 


Mr. LETCHER. This seems to be a strange | 
sort of doctrine, that military men have no politics. | 
Is not the President a military | 


|| Davis, and the Attorney General, Mr. Cushing, | 


|| military mgn? And is it not notorious that one 


to all the country, and are supported by || third of the members of this House, just after the |, 
|| Mexican war, were military men? 


inclined to listen to him with rather more favor than 
I am inclined to listen to him now. But hemadeno 
such point yesterday, merely contending that the 


‘armories should be under military superintend- 


ency. This is a pointon which he falls back 
with the hope of saving himself by it. The gen- 
tleman thought yesterday that none but military 
men should have charge of these establishments, 
and now he turns around, and thinks that they 
should be in charge of mechanics. 

Mr. KEITT. My desire is that if civil super- 
intendents are to be appointed, they shall be se- 
lected from the ranks of mechanics, so that you 
shall not 


* Hold the bud of promise to the ear, 
And break it te the hope.’’ 


Willthe gen- 
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Mr. LETCHER. Then if the House has de- 
termined that the man who has charge of these 
armories shal! be a civilian and a mechanic 

Mr. KEITT, (interrupting.) He is to be a 
civilian, and the argument was that he should be 
a mechanic. 

Mr. LETCHER. Ido notthink that the argu- 
ment was exactly that the superintendent should be 
amechanic, But whether it was so or not, I take 
it that the gentleman who has charge of the 
armory, is just as competent, if a civilian, to dis- 
burse this fund wisely, as any military gentleman 
that might be appointed. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from South 
Carolina to the ‘oaalleg Rept 

Mr. SEWARD. I ask for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Preston, and 
Barty of Virginia, were appointed. 

‘The question was taken; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 40, noes 80. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. INGERSOLL. 
amendment: 

To William W. Eaton, of Connecticut, for expenses and 
services us legal adviser employed at the suggestion of, and 
before the Army commission, setting at Springfield, 
Maasachusetts, in the summer of 1853, sixty-three days, at 
eight doliars per day, $504. 


Mr. HOUSTON. That is not in order; itis a 
private claim. 
Mr. INGERSOLL. 
recommended by—— 
Cried of ** Order!’’} 
r. INGERSOLL. I wish to make a single 
suggestion, and | think the Chair will be in- 
clined to rule the amendment to be in order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides the 
amendment to be not in order, and the gentleman 
can make no statement in reference to it. Does 


I offer the following 


I will state that this is 


the gentleman appeal from the decision of the 


Chair? 


Mr. INGERSOLL. I will appeal, if 1 can have 


the opportunity of making a statement to the com- 
mittee. 


The CHAIRMAN. The appeal will not be 
debatable. 


Mr. INGERSOLL. Then I do not appeal. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I move the following amend- 
ment, and ask for the question upon it: 


At the end of line one hundred and twenty-eight, insert | 


the following words: 


For military and geographical surveys west of the Mis- | 


siseippi river, $25,000. 
‘The amendment was agreed to. * 


Mr. HAVEN. | desire to offer a small amend- 
ment, by the recommendation of the Committee 
of Ways and Means, and also by the Depart- 
ment. Before offering it, however, | desire to 
saya word, and it is all U shall say in reference 
to it. It is for the purchase of the planitarium 
which we have seen in the rotunda of the Capitol. 
It is thought that it may be useful to the students 
at West Point. 
opinion.in reference to it, but I offer the amend- 
ment appropriating $2,000 for that purpose. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

For the purchase of Barlow’s planitarium for the use of 
the Military Academy at West Point, $2,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. McDOUGALL. I move to amend by in- 
serting the following: 


For continuing the exploration and survey to ascertain 
the best route fora railway to the Pacific, and for completing 
the reports of eurveys already made, the sum of $150,000. 


Mr. LETCHER. I raise a question of order 
on the amendment. 


Mr. McDOUGALL. The appropriation is’ 


I send a letter from the Secretary of | 


timated for and recommended by the War De- 
partment 


ar to the Clerk’s desk in relation to the matter, 
which L ask may be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. Have appropriations been 
made heretofore for the same object? 

Mr. McDOUGALL. There have been. 


The CHAIRMAN. Under the gentleman’s | 
statement the Chair will entertain the amendment. 


Mr. HOUSTON. There has been appropria- 
tions for the general object; but I would ask the 
gentleman from California whether his amend- 
ment does not contemplate the exploration and 


THE 


——— 


There may be a difference of | 


ration and ascertainment of a practicable route. 
My amendment proposes an appropriation for pre- 
cisely the same purpose. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I understand that the appro- 
priation of the last session was for the survey of 
a route or routes; that those routes have nearly 
all been surveyed, and that an appropriation was 
made in the deficiency bill to complete the sur- 
veys. This appropriation, | understand, is for new 
routes. If my understanding be correct, then I 
contend that the amendment is not in order. 

Mr.MeDOUGALL. The appropriation of the 
last session was not made for the survey of any 
particular route, but for the 
examination of the country 
sippi river and the Pacific coast 
mentof some practicable route. Noone route has 
been completely surveyed. ‘The object of the ap- 
propriation made at the last session has not been 


general purpose of an 
iween the Missis- 


ltry be 


, for the ascertain- 


accomplished, and my amendment merely pro- |! 


poses to carry out what was begun at the iast 
Congress, and to continue the surveys until some 
route is determined on. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Doesthe gentleman’s amend- 
ment contemplate the completion of the routes 
already surveyed, or the survey of new routes? 
I repeat, that, if it contemplates new routes, | con- 
tend that it is not in order. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. There were no particular 
directions accompanying the appropriation made 
at the last session, excepting that the country be- 
tween here and the Pacific coast should be ex- 
amined and surveyed. It did not relate to any 
particular survey, but provided for the ascertain- 
ment of a practicable route. 

The letter of the Secretary of War was read by 
the Clerk, as follows: 


War DepartTMENT, July 18, 1°54. 

Str: Inreply to your letter of the 15th instant, T have 
the honor to state that it will be seen, by reference to my 
annual report, and also to my report to Congress on the 
‘* first Monday of February” last, that the appropriation 
made at the last session of Congress to ascertain the most 
practicable route for a railway to the Pacific, had not been 
tound sufficient to cover thoroughly the vast extent of terri 
tory to be explored before that problem could be satistfac- 
torily soived. 

The sarveys, as far as they have been reported to this of- 
fice, have failed to indicate any route across the Sierra Ne- 
vada range, and adjacent mountains, which is not attendrd 
with serious Obstacles to the location of a railroad. For 


( the full development of much valuable information col- 


lected by the parties charged with those surveys, it will be 
necessary to have additional means, and to occupy more 
time in the preparation ofa report on the material collected 
by these parties, than was formerly contemplated. I there- 
fore, in compliance with your request to estimate for con- 
tinuing the exploration and survey to ascertain the best 


route tor a railway to the Pacific, and for completing the re- | 


ports of the surveys already made, the sum of $150,000. 
This estimate is not given in detail, from the impractica- 
bility of designating the routes to be hereafter surveyed, 


until the results of the labor already performed have been | 
reported to this office, and the difficulties to be overcome || 


are better understood. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

JEFF. DAVIS, Secretary of War. 
Hon. J. A. McDoveant, 

Chairman Select Committee on Pacific Railroad, 

Mr. McDOUGALL. It is well understood by 
the committee at this time, that the Department 
undertook to survey two different routes to the 
Pacific—a northern route and southern route. A 
partial attempt was made to survey the central 
route. The surveys of neither the northern or 
southern routes have been completed; and but little 
labor has been bestowed in the investigation with 
recard to the central route. No examination and 
no exploration at any one point in the great 
mountain barrier, the Sierra Nevada, which lies 
along the Pacific, has been made. That whole 
range of mountains will have to be explored and 
examined, in order to determine the problem of 
the practicability of a railroad overthat route. The 
small sum of $150,000, for a great purpose like this, 
is altogether inconsiderable. The surveys of the 


railroad routes to the Pacific have been already 


commenced, and the appropriations made at the 


last session of Congress will be to a great extent 


lost, unless further appropriations are made. 1 
believe this is well understood by the committee, 
and [ ask that the request of the Secretary of 
War be complied with, and that the surveys be 
made. 


Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I oppose the 


_amendment of the gentleman from California, but 


I will say that | think it is right. 
Mr. COBB. 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


a 
the Pacific is a great enterprise, but | have be 
| called to ack upon surveys made by individ _ 
for which we appropriated $150,000 at the las’ 
session of Congress, and what info: mation re 
1 obtained from those surveys which has uve 
sifted in anything practicable? I have been oe 
fortunate than many of my colleagues sim 
whom I have been connected on the select — 
mittee. You have had very little information ., 
to the expenditure of the $150,000, which ap ae 
priation wes made so that we might shine : 
some particular conclusion as to the practicability 
of the construction of a railroad from the Missic 
“sippi to the Pacific ocean. I have never - 
tioned the propriety of such a construction, B 
we have expended that $150,000; and the appl. 
cation now is that we appropriate $150,000 more 
or the same purpose. And now that we have 
_ received all the information that these engineers 
are able to give us on this subject, what jig the 
result? Why, according to our own Proposition 
the construction of the work is to be left to private 
enterprise. We may give them the measures 
and boundaries, but the work is to be solely 
under private supervision, We may say that the 
line is to start at certain points, and to end at cer. 
tain points; but that is all the control we haye 
over it, We make—if the bill pass—an appro- 
priation of land and money for the purpose of 
aiding in the construction of the road; but do you 
suppose that the companies who take the matter 
in hand are going to be guided by the surveys we 
have caused to be made? Certainly not. True 
the result of these surveys may furnish them with 
/an outline from which they will draw their own 
conclusions; but that is all. We leave them to 
determine for themselves how this road shall be 
constructed. And yet we are asked here to ap- 
propriate $150,000 more for these surveys, Now, 
| ask, is that proposition politic? Is it right? Is 
| it necessary? Can any good result from it? These 
are the questions which ought to influence us, 
True, we may, from these reconnoisances, get 
| some general information in relation to the geog- 
| raphy of the country which may result in zood; 
but if that is all the benefit we derive from it, it is 
not worth the $300,000 we will have expended. 
Sir, | am opposed to the proposition. 1 want to 
see some practical good growing out of the appro- 
priation of $150,000 which we have already made. 
And when it is clearly demonstrated to me that 
this further appropriation is necessary, | may be 
willing to vote for it, so as to consummate the 
object designed. 
Mr. McDOUGALL. The gentleman from Al- 
_abama (Mr. Cons] was at one time exceedingly 
anxious to obtain information from the Govern- 
| ment Offices in relation to these explorations; but 


ques. 


|| his anxiety must have decreased considerably, 
‘| or he would have learned that there are in the 
| War Department profiles of two lines of road, 
extending, one from Fort Smith, through New 
Mexico, to the river Colorado, and one extending 
from the Upper Mississippi to the Columbia river. 
Profiles of both lines have been prepared, show- 
ing that one of them isaltogether practicable, and 
| that the other is unresolved as to a few points. 
He would find, also, that under that appropria- 
| tion of $150,000 which he speaks of, a survey 
had been made from San Antonio, by El Paso, to 
the city of San Angelos, in the State of Califor- 
nia. And he would find that a profile of that 
| road has been made, leaving, however, a number 
of points undetermined. And he would further 
| find that the question of the practicability of rail- 
| roads to the Pacific has been substantially solved 
| —that a line can be constructed by the South, but 
only by the South. Now, if a road isto becon- 
_ structed to the Pacific, it is to be constructed #8 & 
great national work. And if we have ascertained 
and determined that we can build a railroad there 
| by the South, let us also ascertain, if you please, 
whether we can construct another by the North. 
Let us have the information in all other directions 
as we have had inthe southern direction. But 
the surveys of the southern line are incomplete; 
' undoubtedly some of the most important poin's 
are yet undetermined. And it is as important '0 
the gentlemen of the South as it is to the gentle 
men of the other parts of the Union, that these 


1 surveys should be completed. 


survey of entirely new routes? 1 move to strike out.the word Mr. COBB. Some time since, when the ques 


Mr.McDOUGALL. Theappropriation ofthe | ** fifty,’ so as to leave $100,000. 
last session wag for the general purpose of explo- |) I admit that the work of building a railroad to 


tion of these appropriations was up, the gent! 
‘| man from California seemed to think that $50, 
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Poe for $190,000 more. 


y; understand that Governor Stevens has made 

‘exploration of the northern route, and made | 
. evs, and has ascertained the practicability of 
surveyes™ 


that route. The practicability of asouthern route 
leo established. If it 13 necessary to ascertain 
oe nracticabiliy of the middie route, let us ap- 
propriate $00,000, or even $100,000 

“Mr. MceDOUGALL. | suggested $50,000. 1 
think it important to determine LWo points: onels 
Noble’s Pass, and the other is in our coast range. 
| submitted the matter to the Secretary of War, 
whose business it is to understand this matter, 
and he thinks that, in order to carry on the sur- 
yeys, $150,000 will be required. I Suggested, 
when this subject was up before, the sum of 


650,000, because [ thought that would be suf- | 


ficient. is : 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. I move to amend by 
making the words ‘* survey *? and ** exploration ”” 
«surveys and ‘* explorations.” 


| do not wish to detain the committee; but every || 
one will see that there are three surveys going on, | 


with a view to a route for a railroad to the Pacific. 
Mr. McDOUGALL. I will accept the amend- 


t. 
— TAYLOR. I have offered the amendment, 


and I propose to say a word or two upon the sub- || 


ject. | am not disposed to trouble the committee, 
and Iam willing to enter into a bargain with the 
committee not to speak any more for the next ten 
days, but to proceed to vote upon the bills as they 
comeup, But the Pacific ratiroad is a great na- 
tional work, and there are three routes under sur- 
vey and exploration. I am willing to make this 
appropriation, as it is recommended by the Secre- 
tary of War,and by those by whom the explora- 
tions are made, and who ought to be best informed 
upon the subject. I have conversed with Governor 
Stevens, who made one of the explorations. And 
I understand that this additional appropriation is 
necessary to carry on the surveys of the northern 

the central,and the southern routes. Besides, my 
friend from Alabama [Mr. Coss] is wrong in 
stating that an appropriation of $150,000 was 
made at the last Congress for these explorations 

] think it was but $100,000. Although, as a mem- 
ber of this body, | am desirous of having one great 
thoroughfare to the Pacific, which will make quick 
time, yet | believe the opinion is fast gaining 
ground that we shall ultimately have three grand 
railroads to the Pacific ocean, in order to satisfy 
the demands of the travel and transportation of 
this great empire; and, sir, I, for one, am willing 
to make this little appropriation to carry on the 
explorations until we get all the information neces- 


sary to a correct understanding of the subject. I | 


think, by making the appropriation, as recom- 
mended by the Secretary of War, and desired by 
the gentleman from California, and as imperious!y 
demanded by the state of these surveys and ex- 
plorations, we shall be performing a public duty, 
_ | therefore hope the appropriation will be 
made. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. I accept the amendment 
of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. LETCHER. I move to reduce the ap- 
propriation contained in the amendment to fitty 
cents, 

At the last Congress, when those surveys and 
explorations were undertaken, we appropriated 
the sum of $150,000, with the assurance that that 
was ample to procure all the information that 
Government might need for the location of a reute 
between here and the Pacific ocean. Well, sir, 
this $150,000 was expended, and during the pres- 
ent session we have appropriated $40,000 as a 

eficiency; and now it is proposed to make a fur- 
ther appropriation of $150,000 for additional sur- 
veys and explorations of this country. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. Did I understand the 
gentleman to say that the assurance was given 
~ $150,000 would be sufficient to complete these 

yeys? , 

_Mr. LETCHER. {t was stated in the discus- 
Sion upon this subject, at the last Congress, that 
that sum would be enough for the purpose. It 
was then represented that this survey wes very 
important, and that this little sum of $150,000 
Was all that was needed for the purpose of getting 
— information needed in regard to that coun- 


But it is said now that there is another large 


d be sufficient; and now he comes and asks || 
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tract of country that must be examined and ex- || of the Chair was overruled, and the amendment 


plored, and that another appropriation is needed | 
for this purpose. Now, sir, 1 will venture to say, 

that in the exploration and examination of that 

whole country you can as well expend $5,000,000 

just as wisely and properly as the $150,000 which 

ILIS NOW propesec to appropriate. 

Sir, how long is this thing to goon? Is itnever 
to stop? Sir, we have had no report from the 
parties who went out on this expedition last year. 
It may be that if the report of that exploring ex- 
pedition was before the House, we should find that 
we have already al! the information that is neces- 
sary; that we have a practical route—all that is 
required by the Government—for this road. It 
would be better, far better, that we should wait 
and ascertain the result of the surveys and exam- 
inations which we have already authorized and 


| paid for, before we undertake to make provision 


to obtain information in reference to some other 
route. I do not understand that we are going to con- 
struct three or four roads; and if we do not intend 
to do this, what do we want with three or four 
routes? If there is one practicable route, that is 
all gentlemen need desire. I hope that before the 
House makes any further appropriation they will 
ascertain the result of the appropriations they have 
already made for the accomplishment of this ob- 
ject. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I hope the 
amendment of the gentleman from Virginia will 
not prevail. The gentleman stated that it was un- 
derstood at the last Congress, when the appropria- 


| tion of $150,000 was made that that was all that 


would be required for these surveys and explora- ' 


| tions. Sir, I did not so understand it. | did not vote 


with thatexpectation. I supposed thatalikesum 
would again be required; and if itis necessary to ac- 


| complish that purjose | am as willing to vote for it 
| as | was to vote for ine original appropriation. l 
|| understand that the appropriation is needed for the 
|| surveys which have already been commenced, and 
|| which are incomplete. 


Mr. Chairman, the advantages we shall derive 


| from the information obtained through these sur- 
| veys, as far as pertains to the railroad, will be very 
| important. 
| practical and feasible route to the Pacific. 


It will justify all the expenses of a 
But 
aside from that consideration, much valuable topo- 
graphical, geographical, geological, and botanical! 
information will be obtained. The information that 
will be obtained will compensate one hundred fold 
for the expenditure which will beincurred. I hope 
that the amendment will not prevail, and that, with- 
out further discussion, the vote will be taken, and 
the amendment of the gentleman from California 
adopted. 

The question was taken on Mr. Lercner’s 
amendment; and it was disagreed to, 

Mr.SOLLERS. I demand tellers on the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from California, 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Ewine and 
Curtis were appointed. 

The question was taken on Mr. McDoveat.’s 


| amendment, and it was adopted; the tellers having 
| reported—ayes 89, noes 34. 


Mr. RICE. 1 offer the following amendment: 


For completing the military road from Mendota to the 
Big Sioux river, in Missouri, in accordance with the esti- 
mate made by the Secretary of War, $52,475 68, said 
money to be expended under the direction of the War De- 
partment. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I make the question of order, 
that the amendment is not gerraane to this bill. 
These appropriations have been made heretofore 


in other bills, and not in the Army appropriation | 


bill. 


Mr. WHEELER. Would not the same reason 
apply to the last amendment? 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would inquire | 


if this road has been the subject of previous appro- 
priations by Congress? 

Mr. RICE. It has. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that 


the amendment is in order, upon the ground that | 


appropriations have been made by Congress upon 
the same subject heretofore. 

Mr. LETCHER,. With great respect to the 
Chair, J eal from that decision. 

Mr. KSHBURNE, of Illinois, demanded 
tellers on the appeal. 

Tellers were not ordered. 


Th® question was then taken; and the decision 


decided to be out of order. 

The following clause was then read: 

* For fuel and quarters, and for mileage, or transporta- 
tion for officers and enlisted soldiers of the Anmmy serving 
in the Coast Survey, in cases no longer provided for by the 
quartermaster’s department, $10,000." 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I 
strike out that clause. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 1 desire to amend 
the clause, before the question is taken on striking 
out, by adding the following proviso: 


move to 


And provided that no mileage or transportation shall 
be allowed by this act, in any case, to officers, for themselves 
and their baggage, over and above the sum actually and 
necessarily paid therefor. 

I will state to the committee, that there has al- 
ready been anappropriation of $12,000 provided in 
this bill for officers’ transportation, The commit- 
tee also understand that there is, by law, an al- 
lowance made to officers of ten cents for each mile 
they travel. Under that provision it can readily 
be seen there is a very large degree of favoritism 
practiced; not that I charge anything specially at 
this time. 

Mr. PECKHAM, (interrupting.) Will the 
Chair be kind enough to have the amendment read 
again? 

The amendment was again reported. 

Mr. PECKHAM. 1 submit that that amend- 
ment is not in order, and not germane to the pro- 
vision. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
order. 

Mr. SMITH. Ifthegentleman from New York 
had been giving his attention to the subject, he 
would have seen that the amendment was in order. 
But lam now addressing myself to the Chair. 
The amendment which | have proposed is, it will 
be seen, aproper one. Asl was going to remark 
when | was interrupted , the committee understands 
that there is a law allowing ten cents per mile to 
officers for mileage, transportation, &c. Under 
that clause, as is well known, there is a great deal 
of favoritism practiced. Not that | wantto charge 
it upon anybody particularly, but I believe a great 
amount of favoritism has been practiced, because 
if an officer travel and receive ten centsa mile, and 
actually disburse but three cents, you can see there 
is a great advantage in his being sent to travel. I 
propose to correct this, and to provide by this 
amendment that the officer shall only receive that 
which he actually and necessarily expends. And 
that is just, as it seemsto me. The question is 
therefore submitted to the intelligence of the com- 
mittee, and to its justice, without further observa- 
tion on my part in support of it. 

Mr. STANTON. My proposition now pend- 
ing is to strike out the whole section; and | de- 

| sired, if the floor had been assigned to me, to 
make the same motion in relation to the preced- 
ing section. My object is pretty much the same 
as that of the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
Smirn,} and he saves me the necessity of saying 
anything in support of that view of the subject. 
But I have another purpose to accomplish. I 
wish to bring to the attention of the House and 
the country the important fact, that there are over 
one hundred of the officers of the Army and 
Navy taken from their regular professional du- 
ties,,and employed in superintending the construc- 
tion and management of the light-houses, and en- 
gaged upon the Coast Survey—duties which are 
of a purely civil character, and which might he 
performed quite as well by citizens who do not 


The amendment ia in 


| hold commissions for life. That the country may 


know who these officers are thus engaged in civil 
duties, I will give their names in my printed re- 
marks. Hereisa letter from the Secretary of the 
| Light-House Board, giving the names of the offi- 
cers employed in that service: 


Treasury DEPARTMENT, ? 
Office Light-House Board, March 31, 1854. 5 
Sir: In reply to your communication of the 9th instant, 
| asking for a “‘ list of the officers of the Army and Navy 
employed in the light-house establishment, giving names, 
| rank, compensation, when appointed to such service, and 
under authority of what law,’ I have respectfully to. re- 
port, that the following is a list of all officers of the Army 
and Navy who have been ordered by their respective De 
partments t perform service of any description on account 
of the light house establishment : 


|| Under the act of Congress approved August 31, 1852, sec 


tion 8, chapter 112, the following officers are employed as 


|| members of the Light Hpuse Board, which was organized 
'| Ow the 9th of October, 1852. 


Commodore William B. Shubrick, United States Navy ; 
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Commander 8. F. Dupont, United States Navy; Lieuten- 
ant Thornton A. Jenkins, United States Navy ; General 
Joseph G. Totten, Chief United States Corps of Engineers ; 
Colonel James Kearney, Corps of Topographical Engi 
neers; Captain E. L. F. Hardcastle, Corps of Topograph- 
ical Engineers. 


| 


Under the twelfth section of the above act, the following | 


officers of the Army and Navy are employed as inspectors 
of the light house districts, required by the act of Congress 
to be arranged: 

Let district. Lieutenant W. B. Franklin, Corps of Topo 
graphical Engineers; appointed inspector December 21, 
3852. 

2d district. Lieutenant Samuel R. Knox, United States 
Navy; appointed inspector April 11, 1853. 

3d district, Livutenant A. L. Case, United States Navy ; 
apovinted inspector May 10, 1#53 

4th district. Lieutenant James 8. Biddle, United States 
Navy; appointed inspector January 10, 1854. 

Mth district. Lieutenant A. M. Pennoek, United States 
Navy; appointed inspector December 14, 1852 

6th district. Captain D. P. Woodbury, United States 
Corps of Engineers; appointed inspector December 21, 
1852. 

7th district. Lieutenant G. L. Selden, United States 
Navy; appointed inspector May 16, 1853. 

Bih dimtrict. Captain D. Leadbetter, Corps of Engineers ; 
appointed inspector December 21, 1852. 

Sth distriet. Lieutenant W W. Siephens, Corps of Engi 
neers; appointed inspector November 18, 1653. 

lth district. Captain J. ©. Woodrull, Corps of Topo 
carer Engineers; appointed inspector December 21, 
#52 

llth district. Captain L. Sitgreaves. Corps of Topograph 
ical Engineers; appointed inspector December 21, 1852. 

12th district. Captain J. D. Webster, Corps of Topograph 
ieal Engineers ; appointed inepector January 24, 1854. (Not 
yet entered upon his duties.) 

The following engineer officers of the Army are charged 


with the enperintendence of construcwon and repairs of 


light hou-e works ju the vicinity of their military stations, 
in addition to the appropriate duties of their corps under 


the War Department, in conformity to the ninth section of 


the act of Congress, approved March 3, 1851, chapter 38, 
in the following words: ‘* 4nd he it further enacted, That 
the President be, and he is hereby, required to cause to be 
detailed from the Engineer Corps of the Army, from time to 
time, such officers as may be necessary to superintend the 
copstruc:ion and renovating of light houses :”’ 

Major ©. A, Ogden, Corps of Engineers, second district, 
Boston, Aprii 9, 1853. 

Major W. D. Fraser, Corps of Engineers, third district, 
New York, August 4, 1853. 

Lieutenant G. G, Meade, Corps of Engineers, seventh 
district, Key West, March 16, 1853. 

Under the above recited section, the following officers 
are charged with certain specific works, viz : 

Major Hartman Bacbe, Corps of ‘Topographical Engi 
neers, charged with the superintendence of the construc 
tion of a light-house in Chesapeake bay. 

Captain Henry Brewerton, Corps of Engineers, charged 
with the erection of a small light on Fort Carroll, now in 
course of construction by him. 

Captain J. F. Gilmer, Corps of Engineers, charged with 
the superintendence of the erection of a small light in 
Oharieston harbor, near the military works under his 
charge. 

Major J. G. Barnard, Corps of Engineers, charged with 
the placing and fitting of the illuminating apparatus in the 
fight-house at Fort Point and Alea'raz Island, where this 
officer is charged with the erection of fortifications. 

It would seem proper to add, in this connection, that Gen 
eral Totten and Colonel Kearney, members of the Light- 
House Board, and Captain Woodbury and Lieutenant 
Btephens, inspectors of the sixth and ninth light house 
districts, discharge the duties of the light house establish 
ment, in addition to their appropriate military duties. 

Officers of the Army and Navy performing duty under 
the fight house establishment, (by the seventeenth and 
twelfth sections of the act of Congress approved August 
3, 1852, chapter 112,) are prohibited from receiving for such 
rervice any other pay or emoluments than those to which 
they are entitled by law for the performance of duty in the 
regular line of their profession. 

very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

THORNTON A. JENKINS, 
Secretary Light- House Board. 
Hon. P. G. Wasiineton, 
Assistant Secretary of the Treasury, Washington. 


Here, also, are. the names of the Army and | 


naval officers employed on the Coast Survey, as 
furnished by the Superintendent, Professor Bache: 


List of Army officers attached to the Coast Survey on the 
4th March, 1854. 
Rank. Name. 
} Captain ‘Topographical Engineers. . Thomas J. Cram. 
2 Capt. and bvt. major 4th artillery..Henry Prince. 
3 Cuptain engineers.... H. W. Benham. 
4 Captain 3d artillery............ oocks. O. C. Ofd. 
5 Captain Topographical Engineers..Wm. R. Palmer. 
6 Captain 2d artiliery....... os aseeesA. A. Gibson. 
7 lat lieutenant 2d artillery..........James Totten. 
8 ....Do OD onecsnhons --+»D, T. Van Buren. 
9 Ist lieutenant 4th artillery -..Joseph C Clarke. 
10 Istlieut. and bvt. capt: 2d dragoons. James Oakes. 
11 let liewtenant engineers...... ....8. B. Aunt. 
12 2d lieut, and bvt. capt. engineers. .J. G. Foster. 
13 2d fiewtenant 5th infantry.........A. H. Seward. 
14 2d Jieutehant engineers....,.......W. T. Trowbridge. 
15 2d lieutenant 2d infantry..........James P. Ray. 
16 2d lieutenant 7th infantry..........A. W. Evans. 


List of Navy officers attached to the Coast Su on the 
eee 4th of Maych, 1854. ve 
Rank. sd Name. 


Lieutenant Commanding...........B. F. Sands. 
Lieutenant Commanding.:..... ...H. 3. Stellwagen. 


|| service by hundreds. 


| upon said boards. 


a 


. 


Lieutenant Commanding James Alden. 
| Liewtenant Commanding....... ...John J. Almy. 
| Lieutenant Commanding O. H. Berryman. 

Lieatenant Commanding T. A. Craven, 

Lieutenant Commanding........++- E. J. De Haven. 

Lieutenant Commanding........... R. Wainwright. 

Lieutenant Commanding J.N. Maffit. 

Lieutenant Commanding Max. Woodhall. 

BAGMBOROME 6 ics. os ngccedereccccceseelte, eo ete menenen 

Lieutenant Thomas B. tuger. 

Lieutenant . ©. Perry, jr. 

Lieutenant Jotn Rutledge. 

Lirutenant Thomas H. Stephens. 

Lieutenapt J.C. Wait. 

Lieutenant Kennard. 

Lieutenant John Wilkinson. 

Lieutenant Bayse N. Westcott. 

LsSOMRORAM. v4 000 vdanse coves . C. Febriger. 

Lieutenant A. N. Smith. 

Passed Midshipman *. Rhind. 

Passed Midshipman M. Cuyler. 

Passed Midshipman B. McCauley. 

Passed Midshipman .......ceceeees Earl English. 

Passed Midshipman P. Jones. 

Passed Midshipman . L. Law. 

Passed Midshipman R. Franklin. 

Passed Midshipman W. D. Whiting. 

Passed Midshipman Joseph B. Smith, 

Passed Midshipman ..........e0e0- Edward Renshaw. 

Passed Midshipman Join T. Walker. 

Paseed Midshipman John B. Stewart. 

Passed Midshipman . M. De Bree. 

Passed Midshipman ...............8. 5, Bassett. 

Passed Midshipman R. C. Duvall. 

Passed Midshipman Leonard H. Lyne. 

Passed Midshipman ............... Thomas C. Eaton. 

Passed Midshipman Dawson Phenix. 

Passed Midshipman Hunter Davidson. 

Passed Midshipman Gustavus Harrison. 

Passed Midshipman George 8. King. 

Passed Midshipman J. A. Seawell. 

Midshipman G. Maxwell, 

Mid-hipman H. Erben, jr, 

Midshipman Wilham H. Ward. 

Assistant Surgeon lames Suddards. 

Assistant Surgeon C. H. Williamson. 

Assistant Surgeon T Le P. Crommiller. 

PAU eTaRt BUTPECON, 0.00 ce cccccccccet James F. Huestes. 

Assistaut Surgeon Richard B. Tunstall. 

PUCTIENOES Fisk baie ws cesccces s- onee aad 4. G. Pendleton. 

Ist Assistant Engineer......-....- N. C. Davis. 

Ist Assistant Engineer C. W. Geddes. 

Ist Assistant Engineer.............. E. 8. De Luce. 

Ist Assistant Engines 

2d Assistant Engineer.............42 A. Broadnix. 

3d Assistant Engineer.........2...- 5. H. Houston. 

jd Assistant Engineer 7. C. Wheeler. 

3d Assistant Engineer . B. Nones, jr. 

3d Assistant Engineer F. G. Sumwater. 

3d Assistant Engineer W. Plymton. 

3d Assistant Engineer J.M. Harris. 

3d Assistant Evgineer J.C. Hull. 

3d Assistaut Engineer C. Lindsley. 


It will be seen by these official statements, that | 


on the light-house establishment there are twenty- 


five officera of the Army and Navy employed, | 


while on the Coast Survey there are eighty-two, 
making in all one hundred and seven. i 


ians employed on the same service receive no 


mileage such as is allowed to the military. and | 


naval officers; and while performing duties which 


are purely civil, they should not receive more pay | 


than civilians. : 


Mr. McMULLIN. Will the gentleman from 
Kentucky permit me to ask him a question? 

Mt. STANTON. Certainly. 

Mr. McMULLIN. 


Army and Navy so employed are receiving pay 
for extra services, outside of their regular pay as 
| officers of the Army and Navy? 
| Mr.STANTON. 
| directed my attention to this point. 
| eral little amendments to Army and other bills, 


many officers employed in civil service are allowed | 


| nearly double their Army pay; and there is no one 


the line of his regular duties. If it were not so, 


you would not find them quartered on the civil | 
The members of the boards | 
|| for rivers and harbors, canal around’ the Falls of | 


| 


| the Ohio, for harbor works on the Atlantic coast, 


under a construction o 
| the laws, two dollars 


jan. I. believe, the Light-House Board, all get, | 


hen making surveys for 
roads, by a standing regulation of the War De- 
partment, they get one dollar per day extra while 
in the field, as commutation for transportation. 
The assistant to the Superintendent of the Coast 
Survey, a military engineer, gets two dollars per 
day for ‘‘ personal expenses.” 

r. SMITH, of Virginia. That view of the 


| 


Now, sir, | 
these officers ought not to be so employed, and 
all laws which authorize it are wrong. The eivil- | 


I desire to know, in con- | 
nection with this subject, if the officers of the | 


1 am glad the gentleman has | 
Under sev- | 


of them engaged in the civil service who does not | 
|| find some advantage from it over his position in 


, While in discharge of their rightful duties 
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subject is a very forcible one, but I do 
it bears upon the case in hand? 
Mr.STANTON. Welt, t will sho 
from Virginia. These officers of the Arm 
Navy all hold commissions, and are anety vo 
vided for by the laws relating to their departmen, 


’ eVery 
are not 
duties. 


w my friend 


proper allowance is made them. They 
now in discharge of mihtary and naval d 

They are performing duties of civilians, ang 
should fare as civilians. No other persons con 
nected with the Coast Survey or light-house ge, 
vice but military and naval officers, get ten centy 
a mile for traveling, or commutation for fue and 
quarters. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Tam sure the gentleman has 
not properly considered this matter, | ander. 
stand him to say that those officers are provides 
for elsewhere. That is a mistake. They are not 
provided for in the Army bill, or anywhere els 
This is the only provision made for them. A fey 
years ago these officers were provided for jn the 
civil and diplomatic bill; but the Commitiee o¢ 
Ways and Means saw fit to take it out from that 
bill, and pat it into the Army bill; and the appro. 
priation which precedes the one under consider. 
ation, covering the same general expense, appligg 
to the officers in the Army regularly, and the ap. 
propriation is not made to the officers who are 
spoken of here. And if the gentleman will examine 
the law creating the Light-House Board, he wiil see 
that the Secretary of War has no discretion. The 
law itself says that these Army officers shall cop. 
stitute the Light-House Board, ‘and the Secretary 
of War only complies with the law. 

Mr. STANTON. And does the law say they 
shall have two dollars a day ? 

Mr. HOUSTON. I do not know that they ge 
any extra compensation. They are allowed mile. 
age by law, and by the regulations of the War 
Department. We were bound to report an ap. 
propriation for it; and if the amendment of the 
gentleman from Virginia prevails, that will be 
come the law, and will contro} the action of the 
committee hereafter. 

Mr. STANTON. Here is the act upon the 
subject, with the facts as they have occurred 
under it, communicated to the select committee by 
the War Department: 

‘For repairs and contingencies of harbors and nvers, 
and to meet charges for transportation of officers, and for 
fuel and quarters, the payment of which is no longer made 
by the quartermaster’s department, and for extra allowance 
to meet extra expenses, under the special directions of the 
Secretary of War, $10,000.” 

Out of the above there has been allowed by the Secre- 
tary of War, and paid to officers constituting boards, a 
follows: « 

1st Board—For river and harbor improvements: Colonet 
Janes Kearney, Lieutenant Colonel 8S. H. Long, and Ma- 
jor H. Bache, Corps Topographicat Engineers ; field off- 
cers allowed two dollars per day, subaltern officers one dol 
lar and fifty cents per day. 

2d Board—For additional canal around the falls of the 
Obin: Lieutenant Colonel S. H. Long, Brevet Lieutenant 
William Turnbull, and Charles B. Fish, Exq., Civil Bogi 
neers. The military officers allowed two dollars per day, 
and the civil eight dollars, and transportation. This board 
has ceased. ; F 

3d Board—For harbor works on the Atlantic coast: Lieu 
tenant Colonel R. E. De Russy, Major J. L. Swith, and 
Major C. A. Oglen, Corps of Engineers. Allowed two dol- 
lars per day. . 

I presume, sir, it is by some such construction 
as is here put upon this Jaw, that th€ Light-House 
Board, while sitting in this city, is enabled to get 
additional pay. One of the boards above alluded 
to sat more than six months, and received two 
dollars a day during the whole time, over # 
above their regular Army pay. Ifthe construct 


is right, the law is wrong; and if the law was de 


signed to increase their salaries, it should have beet 


_ done openly, instead of covering up its purpose by 


appropriation for contingencies and incidental ex- 
penses. 
1 withdraw my amendment, as it was intended 
simply to get these facts before the country. 
‘Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I rise for the par 


-: || pose only of stating the question. The clause 0 
bay Posanion. ot ohtine | which I seek to attach my amendment is this: 


“ For fuel and quarters, and for mileage or transporta- 


| tion for officers, and enlisted soldiers of the Army — 
| in the Coast Survey, in cases no longer provided for by 
| quartermaster’s department, $10,000.”’ 


Then comes in my amendment, and | suppos 


| nobody will object to it. 


Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. I wish to move 
amendment to the original clause, before the ques 
tion is taken upon the amendment of the gentle 
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a ired and thirty-ninth to the one hundred and 


forty second line inclusive, as follows: 
7 For fuel and quarters, and for mileage or transportation 


- teers and enlisted soldiers of the Army serving in the 
c , Survey, in cases no longer provided for by the quar- 
termaster’s department, $10,000.°7 
Mr. T. said: | make this motion for the purpose 


ino the chairman of the Committee of Ways 


of giv ; ; 

i, Means an opportunity of explaining the ne- 
ana ’ : if . 
cessity for this appropriation. T desire that he 
e@s5 ‘ ° > : . . 
shall give us some information upon this subject, 


for | confess that, after many years service in 
Congress, | am constrained to vote upon these 
vast appropriations without any explan ition from 
any one, and with very little information from the 
report of the committees. One reason Is, thatit is 
impossible for members to examine with any min- 
yteness the reports of the departments upon each 
appropriation. Here is a bill appropriating 
42. 000,000. In a single line there is an appropri- 
ation of over $600,000 for commutation of officers 
subsistence, which | do not understand. And 
here, in the item which | propose to strike out, 
js an appropriation of $10,000: 

« Por fuel and quarters, and for mileage or transportation 
for officers and enlisted soldiers of the Army serving in the 
Coast Survey, in’cases no longer provided for by the quar- 
termaster’s department.”? 

| do not understand that. Why are these cases 
no longer provided for in the quartermaster’s de- 
partment? ‘These are officers outside the regular 
‘Army, | suppose. I take it for granted the state= 
ment of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
SranTon] is true, and that there are officers out- 
side the regular Army who still receive the regular 
pay of officers of the regular Army of the United 
States. I say thatif the abuses stated by the 
honorable gentleman from Kentucky here, in his 
place, do exist, it is a matter that demands reform 
atthe hands of Congress. If these officers do 
receive their regular pay as officers of the Army, 
and two dollars per day in addition, because they 
are assigned to the Coast Survey, or because they 
are assigned to the Pacific railroad survey, or be- 
cause they are assigned to the surveys of the 
northern lakes, I say it is an abuse that ought to 
be corrected. 

Mr. SUANTON, of Kentucky. If the gen- 
tleman will allow me to correct him, I said that 
boards were selected out of these Army officers 
who received this additional compensation. The 
Light-House Board receive, and the Harbor Im- 
provement Board receive additional pay of two 
dollars per day for each officer. 

Mr. TAYLOR, Is that in addition to their 
regular pay? 

Mr. STANTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TAYLOR. Then it is an abuse that 
ought to becorrected. Sir, the compensation of 
these Army officers is very large. The $8,000,000 
appropriated in this bill would furnish an average 
compensation of $1,300 per year to all the_offi- 
cers and men in the present reduced state Of the 
Army. The regular pay of a soldier in Mr. 
Monroe’s time, I believe, was only about $400 
per year, and how, | ask, is this large additional 
compensation to be accounted for? In my opin- 
lon, the committee who reported the bill ought to 
be prepared to explain it to us. 
man of the experience and diligence of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky gets up in his place and 
Says that Army officers receive, in addition to 
their regular pay,a further compensation of two 


dollars per day; when provisions are placed in | 


this bil! for the payment of compensation which is 


no longer allowed by the quartermaster, I want to | 


have the necessity of that appropriation expained, 
so that we may act understandingly. I ask my 
friend, the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, to explain the necessity of this item. 

[Here the hammer fell 

Mr. HOUSTON. | thought I had explained 
that section a moment ago; | said then as I say 
now, that the gentleman from Kentucky is totally 
mistaken in the statement he has made, that these 
officers are provided for anywhere else than in 
this provision in the bill. They are men who have 


been detached from the Army proper, and when | 
they were detached from the Army proper, and || 


placed upon the Light-House Board, or upon the 


coast survey corps, they were no longer provided | 


fot by the Quartermaster’s Department. And in 
relation to this matter, the appropriation will speak 


SMB CONGR 


When a gentle- | 


from Virginia. I move to strike out the one | for itself. These appropriations which it is pro- || upon the Coast Survey all receive two dollars per 


posed to make here were deducted originally in 
the estimates from the general estimates for the 
Army. There is nv such thing as these officers 
being paid twice. It is utterly incorrect. 

Mr. STANTON. Does the gentleman mean 
to say the statement is incorrect so far as the Light- 
House Board are concerned ? 

Mr. HOUSTON. I would ask the gentleman 
from Ohio to tura his attention a moment to the 
law which creates the Light- House Board. Those 
who compose that board are required, under the 
express language of that law, to be either officers 
of the Army or Navy. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I have no objection to the 
Light-House Board being constituted of officers of 
the Army and Navy. I think that was one of the 
wisest things ever done by Congress. Now, will 
the gentleman tell me whether it be true or not that 
these officers of the A rmy and Navy get two dol- 
lars per day in addition to their regular pay ? 

Mr. HOUSTON. As I have already stated, I 
do not know whether that fs true or not. | under- 
stand from a gentleman who is connected with 
those offices, serving in the coast survey office, 
that the assertion, so far asthey are concerned, is 
untrue. But l propose to refer the gentleman to 
the law. It is in these words: 

‘Sec. 12, .4nd be it further enucted, That it shall be 
the duty of the Light House Board, immediately after being 
organized, to arrauge the Atlantic, Gulf, Pacific, and Lake 
Coasts of the United States into light house districts, not 
exceeding twelve in number; and the President is hereby 
authorized atid required to direct that an officer of the Army 
or Navy be assigned to each district, as a light house inspec 
tor, subject to, and under the orders, of the Light House 
Board, who shall receive for such service the same pay and 
emoluments that he would be entited to by law for the per- 
formance of duty in the regular line of his profession, and 
no other, except the legal allowance per mile when travel- 
ing under orders connected with his duty.”’ 

Such is the case in reference to the officers serv- 
ing in the coast survey. Asto the other officers 
I do not know, althoagh I hardly believe that the 
Secretary of War would be guilty of an abuse in 
allowing the officers, in the very face of the law, 
two dollars per day, when the legal allowance of 
mileage was not equal to that amount. 

Mr. TAYLOR. In reference to that matter | 
only know what was stated by the gentleman from 
Kentucky. 

Mr. STANTON. l-can prove what I have 
said. It cannot be denied. 

Mr. HOUSTON. | have shown that the gentle- 
man has mistaken in one of his points. I have 
not looked atthe other. If what is stated be true, 
then the Secretary of War must be guilty of im- 
propriety. If two dollars a day in addition be 
paid these officers, when their legal allowance for 
mileage does not reach that amount, then they are 
paid in opposition to the law. I want the com- 
mittee to remember that this is the only appropri- 
ation for these officers. If you strike it out, then 
you deprive the Department of the power to pay 
that which the law says these officers shal! receive. 
If they are allowed two dollars a day, and that is 
more than their legal traveling allowance, then 
there is impropriety on the part cf the War De- 
partment. About that, however, I know nothing. 

Mr. TAYLOR. With the consent of the com- 
mittee | withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. Irenewit. I 
simply wish to vindicate myself from the charge 
of misrepresentation made against me by the gen- 
tleman from Alabama. I am not in the habit of 
misrepresenting, if I know it, and I am too well 
acquainted with this subject to mistake the facts. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I did not charge the gentle- 
man with misrepresentation. I said that he was 
in error. : 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I rise to a question 
of order. The proposition had been made and dis- 
cussed pro and con. Now, when withdrawn, ean 
it be renewed and again discussed? | am per- 
fectly willing to hear the gentleman, but I want the 

uestion decided. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 

uestion of order. 
| Mr. STANTON. That I may be in order 

‘then, | move the amendment, with the word 
**necessary ”’ in lieu of ** actual.” 
Mr. Chairman, I said that there were certain 
boards composed of military and naval officers, 
for purposes which I indicated, but did not say 
| there was a bowed of such cfficers for the Coast 
| survey. Nordid I say that the officers serving 
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day in addition to their Army or Navy allowances. 
All L intended to say, or did say, was, that the 
officers forming these boards, by a construction 
of law which provided for appropriations for con- 
tingencies and extra expenses, not of the individ- 
uals of the board, but the board collectively, had 
their salaries increased two dollars per day, over 
and above all other legal allowances. 

Mr. HOUSTON, I desire to know if I un- 
derstood the gentleman from Kentucky. Do I 
understand the gentleman as saying that those 
officers get, in addition to their pay and regular 
allowances for travel, fuel, &c., two dollars a 
day. 

Mr.STANTON. Theydo. Here is the pro- 
vision of the law upon which the Secretary puts 
such a constiuction as to allow that sum, and I 
will read it to the House 


“ For repairs und contingencies of harbors and rivers, 
and to meet charges for the transportation of officers, and 


| tor fuel and quarters, the payment of which is no longer 


made by the quartermaster’s department, aud for extra al- 
lowances lo meet exira expenses under Whe special direc- 
tion of the Secretary of War, $10,000.” 

The officers in each of the boards, viz: River 
and Harbor Board, for canal around the Falls of 
Ohio, and harbor works at the Atlantic coast, have 
been allowed by the Secretary of War, an addi- 
tion to their salaries of two dollars per day to field 
officers, and one dollar and fifty cents to subal- 
terns. 

Mr. WADE. In the river and harbor bill, 
which has already passed-this House, there are 
three distinct appropriations made, in which this 
same matter is included. In that bill I find the fol- 
lowing: 

‘* For the preservation of public property and the contia- 
gencies of western river improvements, for the accomme- 
dation of transportation, baggage, quarters, and fuel of offi- 
cers, in cases no longer provided for by the quartermaster’s 
department, and for allowances to meet extra expenses 
under the special direction of the Secretary of War, 


$10,000. ”? 

There are two other clauses in the bill identical 
with this, only that one makes an appropriation 
of $15,000, and the other of $20,000 forthe same 
purpose. I desire the chairman of the Committee 
of Ways and Means to explain this matter; for it 
seems that there are appropriations in this river 
and harbor bill for transportation, baggage, &c., 
upon the western lake service, and upon the At- 
lantic service. 


Mr. HOUSTON. They are provided for there 


for the reason that these officers are not provided 


for in the regular Army appropriation bill. 

Mr. WADE. Do they not draw their regular 
yay ? 

Mr. HOUSTON. They draw their pay as 
regular Army officers, and this is the appropria- 
tion to meet it. There is no other appropriation 
to meet it. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, then withdrew 
his amendment. 

The question recurred on Mr. Smrtn’s amend- 
ment. 

Mr. LANE, of Oregon. I move to strike out 
the word mileage in the amendment, for the pur- 
pose of being able to make some remarks on this 
point. 

I desire to say that I regret the course which 
the discussion has taken. | have sat here for a 

| number of days and heard a great deal said 
about the Army, about Army officers, and Army 
superintendents, and I have come to the con- 
clusion that it must be painful for a man to 

| hold a position in the Army. I can hardly 
reconcile it to my feelings that a gentleman can 

_now hold an Army office at all, if they are to be 

| treated as members of this committee desire to treat 

| them; if they are to be restricted to the very smali- 
est pittance. They must be always on duty, and 
ready to meet the enemy at a moment’s notice, and 
yet they are not to be allowed sufficient to hold soul 
and body together. I can hardly see how, ander 
| these circumstances, men can hold office in the 
| Army. Sir, this course of discussion is unjust to the 
|Army And lam surprised to see the gentleman 
from Virginia, [Mr. Smirn,] with his extended 
knowledge of the country, and having spent a 
year or two—I do not know how long—on the 

| Pacific, where he must have observed the con- 
|| dition of the officers employed in service on that 
| const, desiring now to strike off the little mileage 
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allowance they enjoy, and saying that they shall 
not have more than they actually expend. Will 
the gentleman look at his own case, and apply 
his argument to himself? He travels a short dis- 
tance here to Washington, and receives at the 
rate of eight dollars per twenty miles. He can 
travel here at a cost of five dollars, and yet he | 
pockets with cheerfulness all the mileage allowed 
him; and I am inclined to think if it were ten 
times as much, he would as cheerfully pocket it. 
Let me put this case to gentlemen “he general 
in command of the forces will order an officer 
from New Orleans to New York, or from New 
York to New Orleans, subjecting him to all the 
perils of cholera, yellow fever, and other diseases. 
tle is required to run ail risks, passing through 
the varieties of climate, and subject to all diseases. 
If he fall sick by the way, the payment of his 
doctor’s bill is of course provided tor by the regu- 
lations, But he is required to undergo the fatigue 
and incur the visits incident to the travel; and yet 
you would deprive him of his ten cents a mile. 
It is an unreasonable proposition, and | am 
sorry to see us descend to such a question. Sir, 
I know Army officers serving in Oregon and Cali- 
fornia, discharging their duty at these places, 
whose pay does does not subsist them. ‘They 
must call on their friends or on their private re- 
sources, or they would starve. You see them 
dressed in coarse flannel shirts and roundabouts, 
which 1s the best suit of clothing they can afford to 
ee on. Their pay doesnot enable them to dress 
etter, and to subsist themselves. 

And now, sir, it is proposed to deprive them of 
that pittance, and tosay that they shall not have 
two dollars a day for extra duty. 1 do not 
know that they get it. If they do not get it, they | 
ought to; and if the law does not provide it, it | 
fught to. 

[ regret to find this crusade against our Army. 
We have in this country a regular Army, and it is 
necessary. Let it be kept up, and let the dignity 
of our Army be sustained. We have, in addition 
to that, a standing army composed of the whole 
people of this country; and whenever their ser- 
vices are hecessary, they are ready to offer them. 
While you keep up the regular Army, you should 
provide for them as Army officers and as gentle- 
men should be provided tor. Why observe econ- 
omy in the pay of officers particularly? I hope 
the amendment will not be adopted; and I trust 
the gentleman from Virginia will withdraw the 

mendinent. 

Mr. SMiTH, of Virginia. I must be permitted 
to say, that { am wholly surprised at the remarks 
of the gen leman from Oregon. I state this—and 
I stated it in my first remarks—that the proposi- | 
tion embodied in my amendment is designed to 
give the officers everywhere the expenses which 
they are actually putto, and thereby cutupa sys- 
tem of favoritism which is believed to prevail. 
Now, | put it to the committee, if there is favor- 
ilism, whether it ought not to be arrested ? 

Mr. LANE, of Oregon. I beg to ask the gen- 
tleman a question. The gentleman from Virginia 
makes a charge that there is favoritism in the 
Army, and that it has been practiced there. 
would like to have him specify the instances. 

Mr.SMITH. Itis not necessary that [ should 
do that. 1 assume that it does exist. If, under 
this system, an officer can travel for three cents a 
mile, and yet get ten cents a mile, it will result in | 
favoritism. It is a charge of long standing. I 
know, and the gentleman knows, that in the coun- 
try to which he refers, the amount allowed for 
mileage is not enough. In many instances in the | 
State of California, when an officer is off upon | 
duty, the allowance of mileage does not pay his | 
expenses. If the gentleman from Oregon does 
not know that, I can appeal to the members from 
California upon this floor to substantiate what | | 
say. 
age, then, in that State, will not pay an officer’s 
way. I want the amendment which I have of- 
fered adopted, in order that we may pay to those 
officers what they actually expend. My amend- | 
ment provides that every officer shall be paid what | 
he necessarily and actually pays out. If there is | 
cholera there, and an officer cannot travel the-most 
direct route on thataccount, but has to go around, | 
and thereby is compelled to pay more than he 
otherwise would be obliged to, he ought most 
certainly to be allowed the sum which he actually | 


pays out, 


The payment of ten cents a mile for mile- |, 


I am perfectly satisfied of the value of this 
amendment. 1 ask, why should ten cents a mile 
be allowed to favorites, when it is not allowed to 
the great body of the Army—or rather, when the 
great body of the Army are not in a condition to 
avail themselves of it? Let this little picking be 
taken away, and let the officers have the allow- 
ance in another form—in an increase of pay. I 
am not willing that this opportunity for pickings 
should exist, except it be allowed equally to all, 
and itis with this view that I have offered the 
amendment, and without any idea of making war 
upon the Army, which I am anxious to maintain 
in its proper dignity and character; and for that 
reason I do not want to see officers running after 
pickings, in order that they may puta little pelf 
into their pockets. Let us have a system; let 
that system be effective; let it be adhered to; let 
it be carried out alike to all; let all have an equal 
share. At the same time,! wish it to be distinctly 
understood that I do not charge these things upon 
any one. Iam speaking of what we hear talked 


| of every day, and I say the facts should be known. 


Some twelve years ago, upon my motion, an 
order was made that there should be spread upon 
the Army Register the amount of compensation 
which every officer of the Army received from 
whatever source. [t was done for the purpose of 
having it appear what they did receive. ‘This in- 
formation continued to be incorporated in the Reg- 
ister for some years, but it has since been dropped 
out; why, Ll cannot tell. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 


Mr. LANE, by unanimous consent, withdrew | 


his amendment. 

Mr. HAVEN. 
matter of form, to increase the appropriation pro- 
vided for in the amendment moved by the gentle- 
man from Kentucky, ten dollars. 

Sir, | have but a few words to say, and if the 
committee will but hear me, lam quite willing 
the Chairman shall knock me down at the expira- 
tion of only four minutes. (Laughter. ] 

{ have proposed this amendment so as to enable 
me to reply, as briefly as I can, to some remarks, 
some heresies, that have been put forth here within 


a few days past, upon the subject of the officers | 


of the Army, that ought not to go unnoticed in this 
debate. 

Sir, I desire to say to the committee that I have 
no connection and no particular personal relations 
with the Army whatever; but I have sat here, for 
nearly’the whole week past, and listened to the dis- 


cussion which has been carried on in this comnnit- | 
tee, in regard to the superintendency of the armo- | 
ries; and, as an impartial man, think the Army I |; 
Irreg- || 


officers have had great injustice done them 
ularities, and vague suggestions and remarks of 


individuals have been seized hold of, and perti- | 
naciously insisted upon as a disparagement to a | 
90n- 

om | 
taken to disparage honorable men, who, lL am quite |, 
sure, sir, deserve better treatment at our hands. |} 


1 do not desire to complain of the past, of what | 
| we have done, but it seems to me high time to in- 


1 


whole corps, when no person was justly res 
sible for them. And every opportunity has 


terpose and arrest this tendency of things. Sir, 
these men receive very different treatment at our 
hands when we are at war, and the country is in 


| actual danger; and, in my opinion, they deserve 
very different treatment at our hands now. 


I have no time to speak of the general questions 


|| that have been under discussion in reference to 
|| the officers of the Army and Navy, but I must 
| say a few words, however, in reference to the issue | 


that has now been tendered by the honorable gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, (Mr. Sranton,] upon the 
very item now under consideration. 1 submit to 
this committee, and to the gentleman himself, that 
the statements he has made here to-day upon this 
subject are entirely fallacious, and calculated most 
eminently, although not intended, to mislead and 
_ to prejudice our minds. He moves to strike out 
this appropriation, made upon regular estimates, 
** for fuel and quarters, and for mileage or trans- 
| portation for officers and enlisted soldiers of the 
| Army, serving on the coast survey, in cases no 
| longer provided for by the quartermaster’s depart- 
| ment;”’ and in order to sustain himself in this 
motion, he tells us that these officers and enlisted 
men receive two dollars per day extra allowance, 
by reason of being employed in the coast survey 
service, and provided forin this manner. Such 
is the impression he leaves upon the minds of 


Mr. Chairman, I move, as a | 


ranma July 19, 
this committee. And to prove it, ind ieanane 
vote with him, he reads from a work whj “th 
has in his hands, that certain boards of off he 
which he names, who, in acting as such b oa 
for directing the works of internal bmpedvaaiet 
and perhaps the light-house system of the — 
try, have been allowed two dollars per day b ~ 
Secretary of War, in addition to their regular. 
pensation. Sir,in reference to that! know nothing 
Whether the allowance by the gentleman's at 
retary of War to these boards has been pro ma 
improper, whether it has been authorized by | = 
or not, I do not stop here to inquire, Thar os 
question he may settle with his Secretar " 
War. But, sir, it is not a question between i 
gentleman and the officers a the Army provided 
for in this clause he proposes to strike out, 

Why, sir, | ask, is this statement read her 
and against these officers of the Army? Fo 
fair purpose can it be legitimately used here? Nong 
of these men provided for in this amendment be. 
long to the board or boards about which the gen. 
tleman reads. It is wholly and utterly foreign to 
the matter about which we are legislating; but, sir 
it seems to cast discredit upon honorable men, 
unjustly arraigned here, and not liable to the 
charge. I do not say the gentleman does it with 
any wrong or unfair intention; on the contrar 
no doubt he believes he is correcting a public eyi), 
Still, sir, it is no Jess cruel and improper for worth 
officers, to whom the application is sought to be 
made. Sir, if there is impropriety in the extra 
allowance of the two dollars per day to the boards 
mentioned, let the gentleman sextie that impro- 
priety with the Secretary of War, who has done 
the business with those boards, and not charge it 
upon this class of officers, who have nothing what- 
ever to do with those boards—who receive none 
of the money. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I said injustice had been 
done the officers of the Army within a few days 
here. Iam of that opinion. We ask of them, 
and have provided by law, that they shall give 
security for the public moneys for public build- 

| ings and public improvements which we intrust 
to their hands. Sir, you ask this of men who 
_hold our commission, and whom we order, of 
right, to any service in this line, and which they 
cannot refuse without being Jiable to conviction 
by court-martial, and dismissal from the Army, 
and to be held in everlasting disgrace. It is uo 
voluntary service sought by them; itis a disagree- 
able service forced upon them; it is not of their 
choice. And you insist upon this security, sir, 
from men who, in the Mexican war, disbursed 
over $60,000,000 without a dollar of defalcation— 
without one penny sticking to their fingers. 
This demand is made, too, mostly of the Corps 
of Topographical Engineers, who are not unfre- 
quently the sons of poor men who cannot furnish 
security. Sir, these officers have been the best 
and brightest scholars at West Point; and incon- 
sequence of their superior proficiency and good 
scholarship, owing to that perseverance which 
often belongs to humble oialaleas in life, they 
| have received the preference upon graduating of 
|| appointments in the Topographical Corps. The 
| greatest security, sir, which such men can give, is 
|| found in the fact that the law now provides, when 
| they turn out defaulters, it is the duty of the Presi- 
|| dent to supersede their commissions, and strike 
| them from the rolls of the Army in disgrace. That, 
|| sir, has been a security that has never failed. Can 
gentlemen say as much of civilians and others, 
who have been charged with the disbursement of 
pe moneys? I really wish they could, and say 
it truly. 

Mow, a word more. The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, and the two gentlemen from Ohio, (Mr. 
Wave and Mr. Taytor,] all inquire, and very 
properly, why this appropriation for the pay of 

| officers having in charge river and harbor improve: 
ments, and Coast Survey, and other works of sim- 
ilar character, is separated from the appropriations 
for the Army engaged in the regular line? Why, 
sir, my friend, the chairman of the Committee on 
Ways and Means, explained that, These officers 
and men are detached for the performance of * 


upon 
T what 


|| particular service—a particular line of ie 
their pay is therefore put down, and provided for, 
in separate items, under the heads of the service 
for which they are detached, and to which they 
belong. Those serving regularly in the Army are 
estimated for, and appropriated for, under that 
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d alone: and the estimates come from the Quar- 
— No others are provided for | 
ist those performing other service under 
ds, are estimated for by persons in charge 
heads or service, and we appropriate for 





h 


vermaster General. 
there; whi 
other hea 
fthose f 
= m under those heads, and those only. 
ne be dificult of ee but I believe it 
ma ° 
easily understood, if t 7 ; 1 
von it, bf gentlemen will look at the bill, this 
a ver will need no further explanation. 
nal : 
« Por fuel and quarters, and fer miléRge or transportation 
officers and enlisted soldiers of the Army serving in the 
~ vat Survey, im cases ng longer provided for by the quar- 
i master s department, : 10,000. ?? 
if it had been provided for in the quartermas- 
ter’s department, it would not have been here. 
They are detached from the regular line of ser- 
vice and placed here, and here we estimate and ap- 
ropriate for them. I have done in reference to 
F 


this matter. 
Now, I See 
have been laboring on this bill for three or four 


days. Great and important amendments have 


come an ; 
to other bills which we have acted upon, and we 


shall want all the time left of the session for their 
discussion. ‘There are at most but fourteen work- 
ing days left of the session; and to avoid passing 
our appropriation bills by committees of confer- 
ence, to which, for one, I will never consent, I 
hope we shall give the rest of our time to other 
work than damaging the officers of the Army. | 


It says: | 


e mind* is brought to bear | 


desire to say to the committee that we | 


d are still to come to us from the Senate | 


suggest and hope we shall now soon bring this | 
pe ; : | 
debate to a close, and go at once to voting on the | 


ill. 

’ Mr. McMULLIN. I deeply regret, Mr. 
Chairman, that invidious distinctions have crept 
nto this House of Representatives. For the last 
two or three days such distinctions have been 
made in the discussion on this bill between citi- 
gens of acommon country. 


It ought not to be | 


so. Tam the last man who would reflect on the | 


character of our gallant and patriotic soldiery; the | 
|| are among them. They live so, because this Gov- 


last man to do them the least injustice. While I 
say this, however, | am for holding each man to 
his proper and appropriate sphere. Let the mili- 


tary men attend to military matters, and the civil- | 


ians to civil matters. I like tosee members of the 


bar attending to thelaw; physicians to physic and || 


their patients; the politician to politics, and the 
mechanic to his trade. 


The proposition now before us for consideration | 
|| day, and there is an allowance made here to cover 
I hold that we have the right to command the en- | 
tire time and attention of officers of the Army and || 
Navy. But while gentlemen urge the peculiar | 
claims of these officers, why do they not propose || 
) He is the | 


is for an increase of the salaries of certain officers. 


an increase of the poor soldier’s pay? 
man who fights your battles. 

My friend from New York [Mr. Haven] is 
mistaken. Propositions are, time and again, pre- 
sented to us for compromise of the accounts of 
officers who seem to stand in default to the Gov- 


ernment. Such a case was up the otherday. I | 


hope that I shall always be found acting liberally 
towards these officers who are thus placed, by 
misfortune or otherwise. 

But | see, Mr. Chairman, that the military are 
making rapid strides in monopolizing positions 
which could be occupied by civilians and mechan- 
ies. Wehave heard much talk of standing armies. 
The policy of this Government ever has been to 
have its standing army of the people of the coun- 
try; and | am opposed to building up any set of 


men, military or otherwise, calculated to make | 


war on the free institutions of the country. I 
should like to see this Administration giving mil- 
itary appointments to the military, and civil ap- 
pointments to the civilians. [ think that the pay 
of the officers is now sufficiently high; but 1 am 
of opinion that my colleague’s amendment will 
meet this case. Officers in California, where the 
expenses are higher than they are in the States, 
ought to have increased pay | admit. Theamend- 
ment of my colleague wili meet fully and fairly 
the justice of this case, and I hope it may be 


_ adopted. 


Mr. HAVEN, by unanimous consent, then 
withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. STUART, of Michigan. I move to amend 
the amentment of the gentleman from Virginia 
(Mr. Sura} by striking out the words “ neces- 
sary and actual,” 


do not think it is necessary in this debate to 











This || 
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clear-minded gentleman from New York [Mr. 


| Haven] quite met the case that I wished to bring 


before the committee. But | am provoked to say 


one word here, in consequence of the remarks | 


which have fallen from the two gentiemen from 


Virginia. 


{ do not, con amore, array myself against Vir- 
ginia; but it so happens that upon the only occa- 
sions when | have intruded myself upon the at- 
tention of the House, | have been forced into op- 
position to the views of some of the gentlemen 
representing that State. 


the mileage allowed to officers of the Army does 
not begin to meet the actual expenses which are 


incurred by those who are sent to California, Ore- | 
gon, and the distant possessions of the country. | 


Notwithstanding, bo appropriations are made by 
Congress to supply the deficiency in the ex- 


penses of these Army officers, and they are im- | 


poverished in your distant territories, while their 


families are left by Congress to starve at home. || 


No provision is made by Congress for these gentle- 
men, nor is any proposed to be made to supply 
these extra expenses. How is it possible for an 
economical officer of the Army to meet these ex- 
penses? The law fixes ten cents a mile, not eight 
dollars for twenty miles travel, as acommutation 
for traveling expenses. 
Army may travel upon your railways and steam- 
boats for three cents a mile; and an economical, 
prudent, and sagacious man will put the extra 
seven cents in his pocket, to meet the large ex- 
penses which he mustincur when he is sent into 


your distant territories, where the Government | 


_makes no provision for his expenses, and where, 


perhaps, it costs him fifty to seventy-five cents a 
mile to reach his point of destination. 
A Memser. And what must he eat? 


Mr. STUART. He must eat acorns. They 
live like the wild Indians of -the forest when they 


ernment 1s too parsimonious to pay for the value 
of their services. There is a distinction between 
the civil and military men who are employed upon 
your public works; ay, there is a distinction—a 
most unjust and invidious distinction, A lieuten- 
ant in the Army is paid $1 50 a day. 
attention of gentleman of the committee to the fact 
that a subaltern in the Army is paid one dollar a 


commutation, fuel, quarters, of $1 50 aday. Grant- 
ing that, and the pay of the subaltern is $2 50 a 
day, all tuld, what is the civilian who is employed 
in the same service paid? His pay is eight dol- 


lars perday. The subaltern gets one dollar per | 


day, pay proper, and $1 50 per day commutation 
for fuel and quarters, and extra expenses. 
the civilian gets $6 50 per day pay proper, and 


$1 50 per day commutation for the same expenses. | 


That is the inequality and the injustice of the 
system. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Mr. Chairman and 
gentlemen of the committee: Few things have sur- 
prised me more than the springing up of this dis- 
cussion. I submitted a proposition, I hope the 
committee will mark, a proposition to give officers 
of the Army when they travel the sum actually 
and necessarily expended by them, no matter 
where it is. In some portions of the Union the 
law allowing ten cents a mileto officers traveling 


| is actually allowing a bonus to the officers selected 


for the purpose; while the law allowing the same 


| remuneration in other parts of the Union does not 


| men are tendered a proposition which equalizes | 
this thing, which gives to each officer the sum | 








permit the payment of the expenses actually in- 
curred. In this state of things, then, the gentle- 


actually and necessarily expended by him; and 
they decry it. 


tice, it seemed to me—it ought not to have provoked 


the opposition of gentlemen here; but I have beer | 
unfortunate enough to provoke by it the ire of | 


the gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. Srvarr.] He 
is provoked at that-eimple proposition, equitable 
and just as itis. And that gentleman follows the 
lead of the Delegate from Oregon, [Mr. Lawne,} 
and talks about the allowances for traveling made 
to members of Congress. Now, I beg to ask the 
——_ from Michigan what amount of mileage 
receives ? 


True, an officer of the | 


I ask the |} 


And | 


Well, sir, this being the proposi- || 
tion that | have submitted—one of equity and jus- | 


1801 


say one word further upon this subject; for the | Mr. STUART. Eight dollars for every twenty 


| miles. 


| Mr. SMITH. Hew much does he receive in 
the lump? That is what I want to know. 
I receive just in the same pro- 


Mr. STUART. 


\| portion as the gentleman from Virginia does. | 


receive a great deal more than | deserve, and a 


| great deal more than | am worth, and so, | think, 


| does the gentleman from Virginia. (Laughter.] 
Mr. SMITH. Now, | ask the gentleman from 
Oregon (Mr. Lane] how much he receives? 
Mr. LANE. Does the gentleman from Vir- 


|| ginia [Mr. Smita) want to know that? 
The argument made by the gentleman from Vir- || 
|ginia [Mr. Smrra] refutes itself. Headmits that 


Mr.SMITH. Ay. Thegentleman who taunts 
me with receiving mileage at the rate of eight dol- 
lars per twenty miles receives, | suppose, $4,000 
for mileage? 

Mr. LANE. Yes; all of that. 

Mr. SMITH. Five thousand dollars? 

Mr. LANE. Yes; all of it. 

Mr. SMITH. And the gentleman from Mich- 
igan (Mr. Stuart] receives $1,000 or $2,Q00, I sup- 
pose, to pay his traveling expenses from Michigan 
to Washington? 

Mr. STUART. No, sir; not so much. 
| I did. [Laughter.} 

Mr. SMITH. Well, now I say to these gen- 
tlemen who talk about mileage to members of 


I wish 


|| Congress, that J am willing to concur with them 
it 


in supporting a law for the repeal of the whole of 
this allowance. 

Mr. LANE. I want to reply to the gentleman 
| from Virginia, if he will allow me. 

Mr. SMITH. I would cheerfully comply with 
| the request of the gentieman from Oregon, if time 
| allowed. 

Mr. LANE. Then! say that the gentleman 
| has no right to ask mea question without giving 
} me a chance of replying. 
| Mr. SMITH. 1 put the question, and you 
| might have answered it by saying so many thou- 
| sands of dollars. 
| Mr. LANE. The gentleman should give me 
| an opportunity of replying to his question, as J 
| desire. 
| Mr. SMITH. The gentleman from Oregon 
| must know that five minutes is too short a time to 

admit of more than one speech being made in it. 
| | cannot comply with the gentleman’s request. It 

is not outof baetpan to the gentleman, but from 
necessity, that | decline to yield him the floor. 

Mr. LANE. I will not answer a question, un- 
less | am allowed to reply to it fully. 

Mr. SMITH. You could have answered it in 
| a shorter time than this discussion has consumed. 
Well, now, Mr. Chairman, this is a proposition 
| which is impartial in its operation. But thegen- 
tlemen hinge an argument upon it as to the bad 
pay of the officers of the Army. I say to these 
gentlemen that | am willing to go with them in 
| putting this thing upon a right and proper princi- 
| ple. This mileage allowance gives to officers 
|| In one portion of the country a handsome addi- 
tion to their pay, while the poor starveling on the 
frontier, who has got the hard work to do, does 
not come in for a share of it. 

Mr. STUART. They take their turns. 

Mr. SMITH. I say they do not take their 
turns. That is the objection I have to it. When 
| the actual sum necessarily expended is paid to the 
Officer who travels, there will not be, perhaps, any 
| anxiety to obtain orders for surveys and distant 
| expeditions. I cannot understand why some of 
| these gentlemen should receive less than fifty dol- 
lars a year for mileage, while so many others re- 
ceive thousands of dollars. The whole question, 
then, comes to the proposition which I wake 
|| [Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. STUART then withdrew his amendment 
to the amendment. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio, moved a pro forma 
amendment, and said: Mr. Chairman, when | 
made the motion to strike out the clause in refer- 
'| ence to fuel, offivers’ quarters, &c., I did not 
expect to draw out so interesting a discussion as 
we have since had; but I now look upon it asa 
|| public service that | performed when | made the 
motion, and called upon the Committee of Ways 
| and Means for explanations. 

Now, sir, I desire to disclaim any opposition to 
| the Army in the remarks which | make in regard 
| to appropriations forthe Army. I am friendly to 
|| the Army, and to the officers of the Army, many 
| of whom I know personally, and know to be men 
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eminent in the service, and distinguished by their | 
deeds for their country, and they are worthy of | 
the kindest consideration from the Congress of || 
their country 

But, Mc. Chairman, when I hear it stated, as | 
it haw been by the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. | 
Sranron,] that abuses, such as he specifies, do | 
exist in the Army, and when | hear the gentleman 
from Virginia (Mr. Smite) charging that favorit | 
ism does prevail in the Army, | am bound, by imy | 
sense of duty, tocall upon the Committee of Ways | 
and Means to explain some of these items. 

Sir, this bill appropriates $8,000,000, and if we 
had not been engaged so much of the session, and 
consumed so much time, upon important national 
questions, | should have desired to call upon the | 
Committee of Ways and Means to explain every | 
item of the bill; and | believe we should be in- | 
clined to cut itdown more largely if we under- 
stood it. | hope the gendeman from Virginia, 
{Mr. Faoienen,} the chairman of the Committee 
on Mailgary Affairs, has his amendment ready, 
and that when we get throngh the items of appro- | 
priation tn this bill, he will offer the Senate bill 
reforming the Army, as an amendment or addi- 
tional ~ection, and I, for one, am ready to vote for | 
it. Lam ready to\vote for a reform of the Army, | 
to pay our soldiers better, and to put our whole 
miliary system upon a better fagting than it has 
been for many long years. 1 am aware of the 
fact that you cannot get men to serve in your | 
armies at seven dollarsa month. ‘They ought vo 
be better paid, and I would reform the Army so | 
that the pay should be more equal and just. 

I wish uw to be understood, by the committee 
and the country, that, in moving to strike out the | 
item of $10,000, | wished to elicit the very in- 
formation which has been given to us by the | 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means, | 
and by the gentleman from New York, |Mr. Ha- 
VEN;] because, by voting for it without that ex- 
planatiqn, after the declaration which was madeby | 


the gentleman from Kentucky, (Mr. Stantoy,| | 


that the officers of the Army were receiving, in 
addition to their regular pay, two dollars a day, | 
and large extra allowances, we should stand, in 
the estimation of the country, as giving counte- 
nance to this extra pay, a charge which | do not 
wish to subject myself to. At the same time, if 
the officers and men in the Army are not suff- | 
ciently well paid, no man weuld be more ready 
to make a reasonable increase of their pay; but I | 
would, while [ would increase the pay, increase | 
the work also. 

{tlere the hammer fell.] 

Mr. HOUSTON. [want to occupy a little | 
time in explaining the paragraph which was read | 
by the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. STANTON, | 
When | was upon the floor before, and he asked 
me in reference to that two dollars a day, | had 
not seen the book. It is.a document which had | 
not before been in my hands, and of course | 
could not explain it. But I have the book now, 
and | undertake to say to the committee that the 


gentleman has entirely mistaken the construction || 


which the Secretary of War made, in allowing | 
that which, he says, the law did not justify. | 
would hke to have the gentleman answer me if he | 
did not vote for the river and harbor bill of the 
last Congress? 

Mr. STANTON. No,sir. 
such a bill in my life. 


Mr. ROUSTON. Whether he voted for it or 


I never voted for 


bill there is an item introduced for the express 
urpose of allowing these two dollars a day; and 
F cower see how it is to be brought up here as a 
charge ngainst the Secretary of War that he has 
abused his power. 
The clause to which I refer, in the river and 
harbor bill, is as follows: 


* Por repairs and contingencies of harbors and rivers. and 
to meet charges for transportation of officers, and for fuel 


| Secretary of War in reference to this subject, in | 


| lars, and transportation. 


| which receive extra compensation. 
| presented before, | presented as laying down the 


| ence to these boards. 
|; stituted three boards to take charge of these river | 





and quarters, the payment of which is no longer made by 
the quartermaster’s department, and for extra allowance to 
meet extra expenses, under the special direction of the 
Secretary of War, $10,000.” , 

Now, sir, the Secretary of War has not ex- 
ceeded the authority given him by law. You have 
made provision by law for these extra allowances. 
You, not only make provision for wavel, for com- 
mutation, for fuel, for quarters, but in addition to 
that, you made an extra allowance to meet the 
extra expenses of these very officers; so that 
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the Secretary of War has administered the law 
according to the true sense and letter of the law 
itself. 

Mr. STANTON. If the gentleman from Ala- 
bama will allow mea single word, Il have here a 
leuer from Lieutenant Kurtz, communicated to 
the Secretary of War, and by him communicated | 
to the select committee of which 1 am a member, 
in which he says: 

‘The members of the Board of River and Harbor Im- 
provemetts receive a per diem of two dollars when the 
board is tn session. This board was constituted by order 
of September 5, 1452, of the Secretary of War, and was in 
session from November 24, 1852, to July 11, 1853.7? 

Now, sir, according to this letter, this allowance 
was given to these officers during the session of 
the board. That board was constituted by the 
order of the Secretary of War alone; and I should 
like to know what extra expenses could be incurred 
by these officers while the board was in session? 
They are allowed by law for their fuel, for sub- 
sistence, for quarters, for transportation, and I 
should bike to know what other expenses they 
could ineur to make necessary an increase of 
salary, that they do not incur while on military 
duty? 

Mr. HOUSTON. Iam not here to audit the 
accounts of these boards. But 1 am here to ex- 
plain this provision in the bill, if I can do so. 1 
said the Secretary of War had carried out the 
provisions of the law in making extra allowance 
to the officers of this river and harbor board. 
Here is the law which makes provision for extra 
allowances to meet the extra expenses of this very 
board. Theseofficers are allowed two dollars and 
one dollar and a half per day, and no extra allow- 
ance is given to any other board. I understood 
the gentleman from Kentucky to say, when he 
wis up before, that this extraallowance was given 
to the Light House Board. 

Mr. STANTON. 1 did. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Where isthe evidence of it? 

Mr. STANTON. Here in the book I hold in | 
my band, 

Mr. HOUSTON. Here is the report of the 


| 


which he enumerates the three boards which re- 
ceive the extra pay. The first board is for river 


| and harbor improvements, for which field officers 
| are allowed two dollars per day, and subaltern 


officers one dollar and fifty cents per day. The 
second board is for additional canal around the 
falls of the Ohio. The military officers are al- 
lowed two dollars per day, and the civil eight dol- | 
This board has ceased. 
he third board is for harbor works on the At- 
lantic coast. The military officers are allowed 
two dollars per day. There is no Light-Houre 
Board in all these, and there are no other boards 


The law | 


line of duty of the Secretary of War, in refer- 
Under thatlaw he has con- 


That is all he has 


and harbor improvements. 
The river and harbor bill, from which I 


done, 


read before, made that his duty; and I think the | 


same provision is contained in the river and har 


| bor bill which passed the House a few days since. 


Mr. STANTON. If the gentleman will turn 


|, to page 119, he will see that officers of the Light- 


House Board, belonging to the engineer corps, are 
set down with others. Colonel Abert, after enu- 


. : t Peet | merating the officers connected with this Board, 
not, Congress passed it, and in that enpropriation || 


says: 


} “Under the law of August 30, 1852, a per diem of two | 
| dollars additional was paid to officers of the Board of Engi 


neers, to meet extra expenses, under the special direction 
of the Secretary of War; but this was not considered ad 
ditional pay.” 


[Here the hammer fell.] 
Mr. TAYLOR, by unanimous consent, with- 


| drew his amendment. 


The question recurring on Mr. Smirn’s amend- 
ment, it was taken, and the amendment was dis- 
agreed to. 


Mr. HOUSTON, 


ing amendment: 

Add. at the end of the bill: , 

Sec. 2. and he it further enacte?, That of the appropri- 
ation of 350,000 for ebutinding the topographical And hy- 
drographical survey of the delta of the Mississippi, with 
such investigation as may lead to determine the most prac- 
tical plan for securing it {rom inundations, approved August 


. —=—=——=—_——__F 
|| 31, 1852, the sum of $5,000 may be goplied, under t 
i, 


| of the bill of the last Congress prevents the 


. I am directed by the Com- | 
mittee of Ways and Means, to move the follow- | 


July 19, 


——— 


| cial direction of the Secretary of War, tw the > he spe. 
| any expenses connected with said survey and idew ment of 7 
| incurred prior to the ist day of July, 1852. Sigatiog 


| Mr. Chairman, there is a small indebted 

| growing out of former appropriations to ae 

ject specified in the amendment; but the restriction 

ment of that debt.” The amendment is to re a 

the restriction and pay the debt, . 
The amendment was adopted, 


| .Mr. McDOUGALL. I move to amend } 
adding the following as an additional 8ectinn: 


Sec. 3. And be it further enafed, That the Se 
War be, and heis hereby, authorized and direeted to avas 
ine into and ascertain the amount of expenses ineurred b 

| the State of California, in the suppression of Indian ; y 

tilities within the said State, prior to the lst of Teencat 
Auno bomini, 1864, and that the amount of such expens.’ 
when so ascertained, be paid into the treasury of i, ne 2 
State: Provided, That the sum 80 paid-shall not exeep a 
amount the sum of $924,259 65; which amount is bevit 
appropriated Out of avy moneys in the Treasury not oihjes 

| Wise appropriated. P 


} 


Ccretary of 


Mr. Chairman, this proposition, in the form of 
| a bill, was reported from the Committee on Mj. 
| tary Affairs, with the instruction that it be moved 

as an amendment to the Army bill. I sough to 
obtain the floor when this bill was under zenen] 
discussion, for the purpose of speaking to this 
particular matter. Opportunity was denied me 
in consequence of a rule adopted, that all debate 
| should be on the question pending. | have caused 
the report of the Committee on Military Affairs 
to be laid on the desk of each member, andl hope 
| that the committee now understand the question, 
[t is impossible for me to make an explanation of 
| it in five minutes. 
| _ I will state that this appropriation is to pay the 
| debt incurred by the State of California in main- 


taining her frontiers against Indian invasio 
on, 


Owing to the peculiar condition of California, the 
| Federal Government has not been able to main- 
| tain any considerable military force along that 
| frontier. It is well understood that there are 
| numerous powerful tribes of Indians inhabiting 
| the borders of that State. hey have been en- 
| gaged in almost constant war pon our people, 
| and the young State of California, without any 
| money in the Treasury, and without any resources, 
| has been compelled to perform the offices of the 
| Federal Government, and maintain a series of 
| wars which have involved her in a debt of 
| $1,010 000. The State of Caiifornia is now pay- 
| ing an annual interest upon that debt of $80,000— 


| a debt incurred because the Federal Government 
| was not able to discharge the first and highest 
| obligation imposed upon her by the Federal Con- 
stitution—the obligation to defend the State against 
| the hostile and savage tribes inhabiting its borders. 
It will be perceived that this amendment makes 
| no absolute appropriation, but provides simply 
| that the State shall be paid the amount which 
| the Secretary of War shall ascertain to be due. 
| The State has actually paid the amount of nearly 
$1,000.000. There can be no question about the 
| absolute obligation upon the part of the Federal 
| Government to maintain the frontiers of Califor- 
nia. Not having discharged her obligations, byt 
| having imposed them upon the State, there can be 
| no question that the Federal Government is bound 
| to reimburse to the State of California the ¢x- 
| penses incurred by her. I call the attention of the 
| committee to the fact, that in every instance where 
| incursions have been made by hostile Indians, 
| and the General Government has failed to furnish 
adequate protection to the frontiers, and the States 
have in consequence been compelled to call out 
| their own militia, the Federal Government has 
'| reimbursed their expenses. She reimbursed 1 
\ the State of Georgia the expenses incurred by her. 
‘| In the case of Tennessee, Louisiana, Missour, 
'| Michigan, and Illinois, the expenses incurred by 
|| them in defending their frontiers against the In- 
| 
| 





dians were reimbursed. It has been always dt 
'| termined by Congress that the Federal Goverr 
|| ment was bound jo meet the expenses ineurred by 
the States in defending their frontiers. 

Mr. INGERSOLL, I am opposed to tht 
amendment, and I ask for a vote upon it. 

Mr. MACY. I move to amend theamendme®! 
so as to increase the appropriation five dollars. | 

Mr. McDOUGALL. [am opposed to ! . 
amendment. The debt incurred by the State of Ce 
ifornia has not been improvidently incurred. i 
before me a letter from the General comman?” 
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the temptations to desertion and the distance 
as the seat of Government at Washington, it is 
smpossible to maintain, upon the part of the Gov- 


ernment, @ sufficient force to defend the fron- 


wins | wish to state to the committee that 


these accounts were audited and settled and paid 
according to the rules and regulations of the Army 
of the United States. I will read a short extract 
from the report of the State comptroller of Cali- 
fornia as to the mannerin which the accounts were 
geitied by that State. He says: 

«A rigid and careful scrutiny has been exercised by the 
B asd ot Examiners, (consisting of the Comptrolier, Treas 
a and secretary of State,) in the auditing of war claims, 
jin the allowances made therefor, Full vouchers, sat 
dors proofs, and evidence of the authenticity of each 
es required, and in the settlement the board, as required 
” iaw, endeavored to be guided .S by the rutes and regula 
tions of the United States Army,’ precisely the mode and 
manner of such settiement.”? 


Now, I will further call the attention of the 
committee to some facts having a bearing on the 
subject. There have been ten different wars with 
the Indian tribes of the State, and ten different 
expeditions sent against them. The amountcalled 
for by the State to reimburse what has been paid 
may be thought to be a very large amount. But 
gentlemen will remember that two small expedi- 
tons in Oregon have cost $380,000. We have 
appropriated at this present session of Congress 
$175,000 to pay for the cost of one expedition 
against the Rogue river Indians. We have also 
appropriated $175,000 to pay the expenses of the 
Cayuse war. If aseries of wars in California, 
through a period of three years, has cost the gov- 
ernment of that State nearly $1,000,000, the com- 
mittee will remember that the Florida war cost 
the Government $40,000,000. 

This war has been on our part economically 
conducted. Weask only that Congress will not 
insist on our discharging this debts a debt upon 
which we are paying annually an interest of 
$30,000. The debt is not justly due from Cali- 
fornia. {tis due from the Federal Government. 
It is justly due from the Federal Government, and 
we ask that it shall be paid, not as a matter of 
favor, butas a matter of rignt. Ifa State can have 
any right under the Constitution, we have a valid 
one in this claim, and | earnestly hope it may not 
be denied to us. 

Mr. PARKER. 


ave no doubt, from the manner in which it has 
been presented, of the merits of thequestion. I 
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on the Pacific coast, in which he states that, owing j 


I do not rise to oppose the | 
ae of the gentleman from Califormia. 1 | 


have no doubt that the State of California has in- | 


curred the expenses in question for the purpose of 
protecting her frontier. For this expenditure she 
ought to be indemnified; and Congress ought to 
indemnify her at this session. There might be, 


I imagine, some question of order raised on the | 


presentation of this amendment. But under 
the circumstances it may be let pass. If there are 
meritorious claims involved in the case, and no 
doubt there are, it is immaterial to me in what 
form they are presented. Congress ought to dis- 
pose of them without hesitation. If the gentle- 
man from California will admit of theamendment 
which Lam about to propose to his amendment, I 
shall go for it with great cheerfulness, and | think 
the House oughtto adopt it with equal cheerfulness. 
The amendment I propose isthis: Insert after the 
ee nena the words ‘‘and now actually 
paid. 


Mr. MeDOUGALL. Certainly; I accept that 
amendment. 

Mr. PARKER. sWith these words I think 
there can be no question but this amendment ought 
to pass. This Government is bound to protect 
not only the California frontier, but all the other 
frontiers of the Republic. If these expenses have 
been incurred by the State of Califorma, and have 
been actually paid, it seems to me there can be no 
question whatever about our liability to reimburse 
them, and to reimburse them at once. But if the 
amount is to be left open to be determined hereafter, 
to be considered whenever it may please the State 
to pay this amount, God only knows where the 
end of it will be. But if we find that the accounts 
are now paid it seems to me that this amendment 


a be passed without any hesitation. 
t 


Mr. ORR. I move to increase the appropria- 


t. MACY, by unanimous consent, then with- 
drew his amendment. | 





| remarks. 
| _ With the guards which the gentleman from 
California has thrown around the amendment 
which he has offered to the consideration of the 
committee, | shall vote for it. I think this sum 
should be paid to the State of California. The 
circumstances of the settlement of California were 
peculiar, and it was out of the question for the 
Government to think of extinguishing the Indian 
title to that country. When the annunciation 
went through the country that gold in immense 
quantities had been «discovered there, a large num- 
ber of emigrants immediately sought that region. 
They went and took possession of land belonging 
to the Indians throughout the whole length and 
breadth of California. The Indians were driven 
back, and they commenced war upon the settlers 
and citizens of California from one end of the 
State to the other. It was perfectly natural that 
they should have done so. The Government had 
but very few troops there, and of the few they 
had, a large portion deserted. It was impossible 
for the officers to keep the men in the service of 
the Government, and California was compelled 
to order out her own citizens to suppress the hos- 
tilities. These expenses were therefore incurred 
in California in making defenses which the Gov- 
ernment ought to have made, and which she was 
doubly bound to make, for the reason that she 
had not extinguished the Indian title. She had 
not removed, as she was bound to do, the cause 
of the war. 
The amendment which has been proposed by the 
gentleman from California is sufficiently guarded; 
and if the State of California has audited the ac- 
counts, and paid $900,000, it is just, and fair, and 
right, that the General Government should re- 
imburse this sum. The sum, it is true, looks to 
be large, and yet you know the exceeding bigh 
price of everything in California at that time. 
Now, to extinguish the Indian title to the terri- 
tory situated in Georgia and Alabama, which be- 
longed to the Cherokee Indians, the Government 
paid more than $10,000,000, while we have not 
paid one single dollar to extinguish the Indian 
title in the State of Calrfornia.° We could not have 
expected anything less than these disturbances; 
and when the expenses thereof have been devolved 
upon the State of California, it is right and just 
that we should compensate California fur that out- 
lay. 
Mr. LETCHER. I merely rise to inquire of 
the gentleman from South Carolina whether this 
account has been presented to the War Depart- 
ment, or to any other Department of the Govern- 
ment for investigation? 
Mr. ORR. The amendment which the gentle- 
man from California has framed, directs that the 
Secretary of War shal! audit this, account, and 
pay not exceeding $900,000, if the State of Cali- 
fornia has paid it. 
Mr. LETCHER. I understand all that; but 
whenever a proposition of this sort is made, it 
seems to me that it ought to be presented to a De- 
partment, and the Department be required to fur- 
nish to the House such information as is wm their 
possession, acquired either from the State of Cal- 
ifornia, or from some other source. 
Mr. ORR. The gentleman from Virginia will 
| allow me to suggest that there is no information 
in any Department of this Government in relation 
to this matter which it could furnish. These 
transactions occurred in California, and the ser- 
vices were performed by State troops entirely, and 
not by United States troops; and information in 
relation thereto could not be procured at the War 
Department. 
Mr. LETCHER. This is not the first case 
which has come before Congress for indemnity 
| for expenses incurred in the defense of a State. 
| But the other day we had an application under 
consideration, for reimbursements of a similar 
kind to the State of New York. We heve had 
| various applications since the Mexican war for 
reimbursements of expenses incurred by States in 
that war. Why has not this matier been presented 
_by the Department? Why has it not been re- 
| ferred to a committee of this House for them to 

examine the facts, ascertain whether this money 
| was due or not, and report to the House? 

Mr. ORR. This amendment is a report of a 

|| committee of this House. 
i Mr. LETCHER. What committee? 
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Mr. ORR. The Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. And I presented that 
report to the gentleman from Virginia this day. 

Mr. LETCHER. Not in reference to this debt. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. Yes, sir, in reference to 
this very debt 

Mr. LETCHER. The gentleman showed me 
& paper in reference to the civil debt of Calfornia, 
but I do not recollect any in reference to this. 
Now, sir, I do not like the way in which this 
matter comes before this committee. The mem- 
bers of the House have not seen any report upon 
this subject. We are to take it for granted that 
this money has been paid, and that it isdue. We 
are to take it without explanation, and without 
investigation. 

Mr. ORR. I wish to ask the gentleman from 
Virginia one question. I suppose the Secretary 
of War had ascertained that nine hundred and 
some odd thousand dollars had been paid by 
the State of California bona fide to the citizens of 
that Siate for the suppression of Indian hostilities. 
Would the gentleman say that we should not re- 
fund that money ? 

Mr. LETCHER,. 
any thing of the sort. 

Mr. ORR. Now, let me make one other re- 
mark, and | think I can obviate the difficulty of 
the gentleman from Virginia in reference to this 
amendment. The amendment only provides that 
this money shall be paid when the Secretary of 
War shall have ascertained that it has been act- 
ually paid by the State of California. 

Mr. LETCHER. But let me ask my friend 
from South Carolina how we are to know that 
the money has been patd in good faith by Galifor- 
nia? How are we to know that that State has 
not paid out nominally er really two, three, or 
four times as much as was necessary, and now 
comes here to have the whole amount paid back 
by the United States Government ? 

Mr. ORR. Does the gentleman suppose a 
sovereign State of this Confederacy would set to 
work in this manner to trump up claims against 
the Government for the benefit of her citizens? 

Mr. LETCHER. | know that such mtima- 
tions have been made with regard to Virginia. 

Mr. ORR. Bat nobody would believe them, 
especially of Virginia. 

Mr. LETCHER. Well, sir, | want the mat- 
ter fairly understood; that is all, 


Mr ORR. { will withdraw my amendment. 


The question now being upon Mr.McDovweant’s 
amendment, 


Mr. ORR demanded tellers. 
Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Dicxrson 
and WaHee Ler were appointed. 


The question was then taken; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 95, noes 28. 
So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BENTON. 
ment: 


Sec. 4. 4nd be it further enacted, That the Secretary of 
War be, and he hereby is, authorized and empowered to 
sell and convey to the city of St. Louis, the ground on 
which the St. Louis arsens! now stands, with the perma 
nentand fixed improvements: Provided, The city shal) first 
pay into the T easury of the United States the sum of 
$250,000, which sum, when so paid, shall be immediutely 
applicable, and hereby is appropriated, to the constraetion 
ot another arsenal, and the removal thereto of the arma, 
munitions, machinery, and tools, now in the St. Lous arse - 
nal: And provided ulso, That possession of the said arsenal 
and grouud shall not be delivered to the said city until after 
the new arsenal is built, and the arms, munitions, machin- 
ery, and tools aforesaid removed thereto: nd provided fur 
ther, That the cession, when made, and possession thereof 
delivered, shall remain forever a public park. 


No, sir; | would not say 


I offer the following amend- 


If Lean get the attention of the committee for 
three or four minutes, | wish to explain this 
amendment. Jn the first place, | have to say that 
| believe it differs from all the amendments here- 
tofore offered; inasmuch as it makes no appropri- 
ation. The case, sir, is this. There was an 

| arsenal built near St. Louis many years ago, when 
the country around it was jJesolate and dese ted. 
There was also a magazine built there, bu the 
progress Copan required that it should be 
'removed. The progress of population about the 
arsenal now requires that it should be removed 

| also. Ten or twelve miles below the city, the 
| Government own a tract of land where the bar- 
racks and magazine are situated. The proposal, 
then, is to transfer this arsenal, or rather to super- 

|} sede it, by one built upon the barrack tract. 
‘| This subject was referred to the Committee on 
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Military Affairs at the commencement of the 
session. We sent it for consideration to the Sec- 
retary of War; and as his answer is very brief, I 
will read it. Itis as follows: 


War DerarTMENT, ? 

Wasutnoron, January 27,1854. § 
fran: I have considered the subject of the resolution left 
by you at this Department, directing an inquiry into the 
expediency of ceding to the city of St. Louis, for the pur- 
pose of a public park, the ground on which the United 
States arsenal now stands, and | herewith transmita report 

from the Colonel of Ordnance on the subject. 

I vee no Objection to the cession if time be allowed, and 
means be provide d, fer the construction of an arsenal on 
another ciie, and the removal thereto of the arms, muni 
tions, machinery, tools, &c., now at St. Louis arsenal, for 
which purposes the sum of $250,000 is estimated to be 
required. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

JEFF. DAVIS, Secretary of War. 
Hon. Tuomas H. Benron, of the Committee on Military 
Affairs, House of Representatives. 


Accompanying the letter is one from the Ord- 
nance Department, which goes more into the de- 
tails upon which the Secretary comes to his con- 
clusions. The ordnance officer says that the pres- 
ent arsenal cannot be broken up until another is 
provided. ‘The present arsenal should not be va- 
ented or superseded till the new one is built. The 
Ordnance Department could not possibly dispense 
with the present one till a new one is constructed. 
‘The letter goés on to say: 


‘© On the other hand, there seems no doubt that since the 
Original location of the arsenal, the extension of the city 
has brougit the two into an inconvenient and disadvanta 
geous proximity for both, and that the removal of the ar 
senal to a site further from the city is desirable. The erec 
tion of proper buildings on the new site, and the removal 
of the ordnance stores and supplies thither, would cost, it 
is estiinated, 8250,000. If means to this extent should be 
furnished either by the city of St. Louis, in consideration 
of the cession, or by an appropriation by Congress for the 
purpose, the erection of the buildings and the removal of 
the stores might follow as soon as practicable, and when 
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that is done I know of no objection to the cession of the | 


present arsenal to the city.’? 


The conditions mentioned here have been rigor- | 


ously provided for in the amendment which | 
have proposed. 


| Virginia. 
And I have to say that it is de- | 


sirable, as we all know, that military establish- | 


ments should be taken out of cities. Nothing is 
80 inconvenient to a military establishment as the 
immediate proximity of a town. On the other 
hand, it is exceedingly desirable that the city of 


erty at that point for a sum much greater than 
$250,000? If I can be satisfied upon those points, 
the probability is that I will give the amendment 
my vote. But my experience is, that whenever the 
Government enters 


ernment gets the worst uf the bargain. 

In this case I desire no advantage of the citizens 
of St. Louis, but, on the other hand, | am desir- 
ous to deal liberally with them, if the judgment 
of the Secretary of War, communicated to this 
House, is correct. But | desireto have the entire 
communication read to the committee, 


desire to be fully informed before | vote. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I rise to a question 
of order. Itis, that this whole preposition is new 
matter, and without any previous authority of 
law. 

Mr. S. then read the amendment, as inserted 
above. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the 
question of order, and entertains the amendment for 
this reason: It is a proposition to appropriate 
money for the purpose of reérecting an arsenal, 
which has already been repaired and built by ap- 
propriations heretofore made by law. 

Mr. LETCHER. I very respectfully appeal 
from the decision of the Chair. 

The question being ‘Shall the decision of the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the committee ?’’ 

Mr. ORR demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Orr and Kerr 
appointed. 


The question was then taken; and the tellers re- | 


ported—ayes 82, noes 35. 
So the decision of the Chair was sustained, and 
the amendment decided to be in order. 


Mr. BENTON. Mr. Chairman, I will now | 


answer the questions put by the gentleman from 
The first is as to procuring ground for 
asite. In anewer to that, I have to say that the 
United States now possess, as a free gift of the in- 
habitants, seventeen hundred acres of land about 


|| ten miles below St. Louis, on which are the Jeffer- 


| son barracks and the powder magazine, the latter of || 
| which was removed from thjs place. They have, || 


St. Louis should have some outlet—some breath- | 


ing place. 


tiny was not foreseen. It is now without parks, 


When that town was laid out, its des- | 


| acres is on the bank of the river, running up and | 


without public grounds, without a place for recre- | 


ation, where the population of the place may go 
for health and amusement. 
in and about the city have become so valuable, 


And, since the lands | 


they have been cut up into small parcels, so that | 


it has now become impossible to get ground large 
enough for the purpose of a place of recreation 
for the inhabitants. The ground occupied by the 
arsenal is wanted for this purpose by the city; 
and, in this point of view, the Congress of the 
United States would find an inducement to go as 
far as possible in making this cession, even if it 
were sought gratuitously. But we ask nothing 
gratuitously. 
some twenty or thirty dollars per acre, and it is 
now valued at $6,000; and we would take itat that 
rate. 

Mr. ROWE. 


How many acres are there in 
these grounds? 


i} 
| 


| present building is patch-work, and has been | 
The land perhaps originally cost | 


therefore, ample ground. The seventeen hundred 


down. So much for the new site. 


As for this $250,000 being sufficient to build it, | 


I refer to the letter of H. K. Craig, accompanying 
the letter from the Secretary of War. It contains 
all the material of the Secretary's conclusion. 
The opinion of the ordnance officer, as well as 
that of the Secretary of War, is, that $250,000 
will be enough. When we come to compare it 
with the cost of the present building, we find that 
the latter has been constructed in the most perma- 
nent manner for $163,000. Then what is pro- 
posed to be paid is nearly $100,000 more than 
what the present building cost. 1 know that the 


enlarged from year to year. 


Mr. McMULLIN. There is an important 
interrogatory, to which I wish to direct the gen- 


| teman’s attention, and that is in regard to the 


Mr. BENTON. There are 37 67-100 acres in || 
|| Colonel of Ordnance to that point: 


it. 
Mr. McMULLIN. I rise, sir, more for the 
purpose of obtaining information from the gentle- 


man from Missouri, than to impart information || 


to the committee. 


— ss : 
This piece of property is one of the most de- |) most permanent manner, are valued at $163,010. The arms | 


| and munitions of war of all kinds, together with the ma- || 
chinery, and tools in store and in use, are valued at | 


sirable portions of land which | know of in the 


| interior fences, drains, culverts, and roads, which are valued | 


entire West. It may be that the sum of $250,000, || 


oe in the amendment is ample and sufficient; || 


and from the very large prices which are asked | 


for and obtained for real estate in that city, 
whether that sum is sufficient. I therefore desire 
to propound to the gentleman from Missouri one 
ortwo interrogatories. I desire to know whether 
the sum of $250,000 will place the Government in 
possession of a site and buildings for an arsenal 
in every respect equal to those which are now 
owned there by the Government? Secondly, 
I desire to know of the gentleman whether or 
not the Government could not dispose of its prop- 


improving value of this property. Is $250,000 a 
sufficient consideration for the property? 


Mr. BENTON. Here is the answer of the 


“The site selected, and on which the arsenal now 
stands, contains-37 64 100 acres, and is estimated to benow 
worth at least $200,000, exclusive of the inclosing walls, 


at $30,000. The buildings which are constructed in the 


$1,275,773. The proposed cession to the city of St. Louis, | 
; : | torthe purpose stated in the resolution, will r 
ut, sir, | am inclined to doubt, from the fact of | abandonment of the land, with its permanent and 


the vast and growing population of St. Louis, | 


provements, and of the buildings, the value of which 
amounts to $393,010, and the removal of the rest of the pub- 


lic property. 


“St. Louts arsenal is the only arsenal west of the Mis 


sissippi, (and excepting that at Pittsburg the only arsenal in i} 
the West,) where constructions and repairs of artillery, | 
carriages, implements, arms, accouterments and ammuni- | 


tion can be carricd on toa large extent. It has now great 


facilities for doing such work, and nearly all the supplies | 


for the West and Northwest are prepared there. It cannot 


be abaudoned without Very great injury to the publie in- | 
terest and service, until another and similar arsenal is | 


constructed in that part of the country to supply its place, 
and the arms, munitions, and all the movable apparatus 


at the present arveual are transferred thither. The cession | 


into a transaction of this sort | 
with individuals, cities, or corporations, the Gov- 


If, how- || sion of the present arsenal to the city,” 
ever, no injury is to arise to the Government, cer- | 


tainly I shall not oppose the amendment; but 1 | 


vire the | 
xed im- | 
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| to the city of St. Louis, until after this shai hav 

, done, is, in my opinion, allogether inexpedient, © been 
* On the other hand, there seems no doubt that «i 

|| Original location of the arsenal, the extension arias, the 

has brought the two into an inconvenient and diese. 

ageous proximity for both, and that the emer 

arsenal toa site further from the city is @ Of the 


: 7 , desirat : 
| erection of proper buildings on the new site, Sea i Phe 
moval of the ordnance stores and supplies thither a : 
» Would 


| cost, it is estimated, $250,000. If means to thi 
should be furnished, either by the city of St. Louie 
sideration of the cession, or by an appropriation ino 
fress for the purpose, the erection of the buildings e a 
removal of the stores might follow as soon as euuittien a 
and when thatis done, | know of no objec cable 


LON £0 the og! 

I have to say that the present arsenal js disad 

vantageous to the United States in two particu| : 

[Here the hammer fell.] - 

Mr. LETCHER. Ff cannot see why ther 

should be any difference between disposing of the 
arsenal at St. Louis, and disposing of the one 
Wilmington, Delaware. When Congress wan 
called upon at the last session to dispose of y 
/arsenal in Wilmington, they required that the 
property should be advertised for sixty days pet 
up at public sate, and sold to the highest bidde, 
'It was accordingly disposed of in that way. |, 
| 18 proposed now to give to the city of St. Louis 
for the nominal sum of $250,000, land which | 
understand is intrinsically and actually worth i 
| St. Louis at this time, if put into the market ang 
| sold to the highest bidder, $500,000. It is pro- 
posed to give them property actually worth 
$500,000 for half that sum. hat authority has 
| Congress to dispose of this property for so inad. 
equate a price? 

Mr. BENTON. What authority has the gen- 
| tleman for saying that it is worth $500,000? 

Mr. LETCHER. I have the authority of 

gentiemen from Missouri who so inform us, who 
fix its value at that sum. 

Mr. BENTON. The Ordnance Office says 4 
| quarter of a million. 

Mr. LETCHER. The distinguished gentle. 
| man, when called upon to say what it was worth, 
| did not answer at all, except by reading the letter, 
| 1 imagine this property is worth half a million, 

If this property is to be disposed of, why not le 
| the Government dispose of it as it disposed of the 
public ground and arsenal in Wilmington, by 
putting it up at public auction, to be sold to the 
highest bidder? There are thirty-seven acres of 
{| — there on which this arsenal is located, 

ow, what particular necessity exists for removing 
|| the arsenal from its present location? None atall 
|| that { know of. Here is a piece of ground which 
| cannot be purchased at public auction for perhaps 
| less than halfa million or a million of dollars. 
| Here is this arsenal located and built by the Gov- 
| ernment, and now it is proposed to us that we are 
|| to dispose of these grounds and buildings, and 
|| erect a new arsenal on another piece of ground 
i} belonging to the Government of the United States. 
| Is there any guarantee that a new building coull 
| be constructed capable of accommodating this 
establishment at $250,000? 
| 1 imagine there 1s no such guarantee. So faras 
| these expenditures for the erection of public build- 
| ings are concerned, we all know, from actual ex- 


| periment, that it requires from two to five timesas 
| much now to accomplish a particular result in (he 
onstruction of Government buildings as it did tea 
| or twenty years ago. If the Government has no 
| need of this land in the city of St. Louis, we 
should pass a law exactly the same in all respects 

| as we passed in the case of Wilmington arsenal. 
The people of St. Louis occupy precisely the 
same position in this matter that the people of 
Wilmington did in that. We should passa bill 
placing the property in the market, and after due 
notice, allowing it to be sold to the highest bidder. 
And then let the city of St. Louis take it at what- 
ever is ascertained at public outery to be its valve. 
Mr. McMULLIN. I move to amend the 
amendment of the gentleman from Missouri by 
adding thereto $150,000, making the sum tobe 
paid $400,000. This, Mr. Chairman, is a very 
important question, and I beg the attention of the 
committee to the fact, that according to the exhibit 
of the Secretary of War, produced here to-day 
by the honorable gentleman from Missouri, this 
pene estimated as being worth $393,000 * 
east. Now, | beg particular attention to that 
fact. Sir, I think that estimate greatly below the 
real value. I should not be at al surprised, if the 
Government should choose to appoint a comm 








ly 19, 


have hem 


at Fines the 
OT *he iy 
Msadvan 
"Val of the 
‘able 

Mid the a 
ther, Wenig 
this CTieg: 
UIs, iy “ 
moor 
Nes and 
TACtiCabi, 
0 the Ces. 


e 


18 disad. 
rUiculars, 


hy there 
ing OT the 
1@ One at 
C38 Were 
8€ Of the 
that the 
days, pat 
st bidder, 
Way. | 
5. Louis, 

which | 
Worth to 
arket and 
lt is pro- 
ly Worth 
ority has 
" 80 Inad. 


‘the en. 
100? ; 


hority of 
1 Us, Who 


€ SAYS 4 


d gentle. 
aS Worth, 
the letter, 
1 mullion, 
hy not let 
ed of the 
igton, by 
»id to the 
) acres of 
| located, 
removing 
‘one atall 
ind which 
t perhaps 
f dollars. 
the Gov- 
at we are 
ings, and 
f ground 
ed States. 
ing could 
ting this 


So far as 
lic build- 
etual ex- 
p times as 
ult in the 
it did ten 
nt has no 
ouis, we 
| respects 
) arsenal. 
sisely the 
people of 
ass a bill 
after due 
st bidder. 
at what- 
its value. 
rend the 
souri by 
um to be 
is a very 
on of the 
ye exhibit 
e to-day 
ouri, this 
93,000 a! 
n to that 
yelow the 
ed, if the 
commis 





d dispose of the property at itg real 

e. that the Government would receive from 
7 . (00 to $1,000,000. According to the State 
oy puration®, property in St. Louis is the most 
~ ajuable property in the entire West. St. Louis 
«. destined to become the London of America. 
You can hardly conceive the value of real estate 
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sion to go an 


va 


ihe: CETCHER. If my colleague will allow 
me,{ would make a suggestion as to another sim- 
‘ar instance to this, which occurred in the history 
of Congress. | refer him to the case of the city 
¢ Rome, in the State of New York, where an 
arsenal was located, and where the lands were 
cold in exactly the same way as this piece of 
sound in Wilmington, to the highest bidder. 

~ wir. McMULLIN. [thank my colleague for 
bis suggestion and information. ‘There was an- 
other instance of the same character which took 
vlace in Chicago. The Government there owned 
property which it came within the ee 
of the city of Chicago to procure; and it ad to 
pay the highest price for it. So in these various 
cities alluded to we have evidence that the proper- 
ty of the United States should be so disposed of. 
| hold it to be the duty of Congress, in disposing 
of such property, to dispose of it on the best and 
most advantageous terms. I have no sort of ob- 
jection to provide by law that the Secretary of 
‘War shall appoint a commissioner to go to St. 
Louis; and examine the property, and make a re- 
port on the meeting of this Congress on the first 
Monday in December next. Let justice, even- 
handed justice, be done as between the city of St. 
Louis and the Government of the country. 

But, sir, according to the evidence which we have 
in this case, we are called upon to do what? To 
dispose of property which, at the lowest estimate, 
is worth $350,000. 1 put the question to every 
member of this committee, are you prepared 
to-day to sell $350,000 worth of property for 
$250,000? A gentleman near me says the prop- 
erty is worth $400,000. I take occasion to say 
again, that the value of this property is almost 
incalculable, and it cannot be worth much less than 
4500,000; and if it were worth $1,000,000, I 
should not be surprised. We should act in ref- 
erence to this case as we would Ina rmiatter in 
which we were individually interested. Would 
we as individuals be prepared to make this sacri- 
fice? | am anxious to see the citizens of St. Louis 
accommodated. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I am opposed 
to the proposition of the gentleman from Virginia 
to increase the amount, whatever that increase 
may be. It is true that in the letter from the 
ordnance office, which has been read, the value 
of this ground and these buildings is stated to be 
$393,000. One hundred and sixty-three thousand 
dollars of that amount is made up in the value of 
the buildings, which, for the purposes of a public 
park, for which the property is desired by the 
citizens of St. Louis, would be of no value. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia, (interrupting.) The 
gentleman speaks of the uses to which this ground 
isto be applied. I ask the gentleman if we have 
the right to direct that the citizens of St. Louis 
shall appropriate this property for the purpose of 
a pudlic park. 

Mr. STANTON. We have no such power or- 
dinarily; but when the city of St. Louis proposes 
to take the property upon that condition, I sup- 
pose it is perfectly in our power to annex that 
condition to the sale—and especially to a gift. It 
may be true that this land is worth $500,000. It 
may be true that it is worth $800,000. But it 
must be remembered that this is not a proposi- 
tion to give this property tu St. Louis for $250,000, 
to be sold out by it for town lots, and for the 
purpose of thereby putting two or three hundred 
thousand dollars into the Treasury of St. Louis. 
It is for the purpose of being washes a park. 

Mr. LETCHER, (interrupting.) I would like 
to ask the gentleman whether, if put into a park, 
it would be worth anything? 

Mr. STANTON. Whether it is worth any- 
thing or not, L presume the Government of the 
United States might rely upon the faith of the 
citizens of St. Louis to apply it to that purpose. 
And if the land is worth $500,000, the city of St. 





and for which the Government has no other use. 
I do not consider that it is overstepping the bounds 
of propriety, or doing anything which is not just, 


in transferring this property to St. Louis. 


it 1s 


true, sir, as I said before, that theGovernment, by 
turning land speculator, and selling out this land 
in town lots, might get a little more than is here 


proposed to be given for it. 
willing to forego that advantage, and give it to St. 
Louis. 


But |, for one, am 


Here the hammer fell. 


Mr. WALBRIDGE. I move that the com- 


mittee do now rise. 


The motion was agreed to. 
So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 


resumed the chair, the Chairman (Mr. Wricur, 
of Pennsylvania,) reported that the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union had, according 
to order, had the Union generally under consider- 
ation, and particularly the bill of the House (No. 
95) ‘* making appropriations for the support of the 


Army for the year ending 30th June, 1855,” and 
had come to no conclusion thereon. 


Mr. WALBRIDGE. 1 move that the House 


do now adjourn. 


The motion was agreed to; and thereupon (at 


twenty minutes before four o’clock, p. m.) the 
House adjourned until to morrow at eleven o’clock 
a.m. 


IN SENATE. 
Wenpnespary, July 19, 1854. 
Prayer by Rev. Henry Sticer. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
ENROLLED BILLS sIGNED. 


A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, by Mr. McKean, Chief Clerk, 
announcing that the Speaker had signed the fol- 


| lowing enrolled bill and joint resolution: 


Bill for the relief of Charles Staples, of the State 
of Maine; and 

Joint resolution in relation to fixing the com- 
pensation of the employees in the legislative de- 
partment of the Government, and to prohibit the 
usual extra compensation to such as receive the 
benefits hereof. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore then signed the 


above named bills. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the 
etition of William Walker, for himself and the 
fasion of Henry E. Walker, praying that they may 


| be authorized to locate lands granted to them by 


the fourteenth article of the treaty of Upper San- 
dusky, Ohio, dated March 17, 1842, entered into 
between the United States and the Wyandott 
tribe of Indians, or to be allowed a commutation 
in money for the said lands; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HAMLIN presented a petition of route 


| agents of the Post Office Department, praying an 
| increase of compensation; which was referred to 


W's propose to supply an amount sufficient to | 
transfer this arsenal, and to rebuild it upon prop- | 


erty already in the possession of the United States, 


| tive slave law. 


it 


the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. SUMNER. I present a memorial of 
Charles Francis Adams and three hundred other 
inhabitants of the town of Quincy, Massachu- 
setts, without distinction of party, Whigs, Demo- 
cracts,and Independent Democrats, asking for the 
repeal of the act of Congress known as the fugi- 
I move that it be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

[t was so referred. 

Mr. NORRIS presented a document showing 
the expediency of constructing an armory for the 
preservation of the arms of the volunteers and 
militia of the District of Columbia; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Col- 
umbia. 

Also, the memorial of Horatio J. Perry, secre- 
tary of legation of the United States at Madrid, 
praying compensation for services as chargé d’af- 
faires ad interim at that Court; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. ROCKWELL presented the petition of 
Peter Parker, secretary of legation of the United 
States, and Chinese interpreter at Canton, pray- 
ing compensation for services as chargé d’aflaires 
ad interim at that Government; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. MALLORY presented the petition of El- 
liot Smith, William é: Green,and Nathan Farns- 
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worth, praying to be allowed salvage of the ship 
Charles Wharton, employed as a Government 
transport, and rescued by them whert in distress 
off Tampa bay, and compensation for thew time, 
and the cargoes of their vessels whieh they were 
compelled to throw overboard to effect tne rescue 
of said ship; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Mr. CHASE presented a petition of citizens of 
Condersport, Pennsylvania, praying the repeal of 
the fugitive slave law of 1850; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a petition of citizens of Portage county, 
Ohio, praying that a homestead of one hundred 
and sixty acres of land may be granted to actual 
settlers; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Also, a petition of citizens of Highland county, 
Ohio, praying that measures may be taken to se- 
cure to American citizens. abroad the rights of 
worship and of burial according to their religious 
belief; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. BRIGHT submitted documents in relation 
to the claim of Edward R. S. Canby to compen- 
sation for services ag custodian and translafor of 
the public archives of California, and in arranging, 
and in part indexing the same; which was referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WELLER presented the memorial of Wil- 
liam L. Blanchard, praying Congress for relief 
for losses sustained on account of the Postmaster 
General’s abrogation of his contract for carrying 
the mail from Salt Lake City, Utah Territory, to 


| Sacramento City, California; which was referred 


to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 


Roads. 


4 


PETITIONS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. STUART, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of the heirs of Wolcott Law- 
rence, late of Monroe, Michigau, deceased, be withdrawn 
from the files of the Senate, and referred to the Commitiee 
on Private Land Claims. 


On motion by Mr. MALLORY, it was 


Ordered, That Thomas H. Duval have leave to withdraw 
his petition and papers. 

REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 

Mr. WADE, from the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the petition of Ephraim 
Hunt, praying compensation for his services as a 
soldier in the late war with Great Britain, sub- 
mitted a report, accompanied by a bill for his re- 
lief; which was read, and passed to asecond read- 
ing. The report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SHIELDS, from the Cummittee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom were referred a memorial 
of officers and soldiers, praying indemnity for 
clathing and other property lost by the wreck of 
the steamship Winfield Scott, and a memorial of 
Colonel William Gates, United States Army, 
praying remuneration for property lost by the 
wreck of the steamship San Francisco, reported a 
bill for the relief of the officers and soldiers of the 
United States Army, who sustained loss by the 
disasters to the steamships Winfield Scott and San 
Francisco; which was read, and passed to a second 
reading. 

Mr. CHASE, from the Committee on Claims, 
to whom were referred documents in the case of 
the claim of Israel Ketcham, for indemnity for 
losses sustained by him as sub-contractor in the 
erection of fortifications in Dauphin Island, sub- 
mitted a report, accompanied by a bill for his re- 
lief; which was read, and passed to a second read- 
ing. The report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BELL, from the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred the memorial of 
Cyrus Palmer and Lafayette Bach, owners of the 
schooner Demarisco, praying compensation for 
rescuing certain shipwrecked American seamen, 
under a contract with the collector of the customs 
at the poit of Puget’s Sound, asked to be dis- 

| charged from its further consideration, and that it 
be referred to the Committee on Commerce; which 
was agreed to. ’ 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the memorial of James P. Espy, 
praying the purchase by the United States of his 
ventilator for ships, asked to be discharged from 
its further consideration; which was agreed to. 

Mr. MALLORY, from the Committee on 
Nava! Affairs, to whom was referred the memo- 
rial of Richard S. Coxe, William A. Bradley, and 
Gilbert L. Thompson, offering to furnish the 
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Navy with compressed coal, asked to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration. : 

Mr. MALLORY said that, by a special enact- 
ment in 1851, the Secretary of the Navy had the 
full charge over the whole matter. 

The committee were accordingly discharged. 

Mr. THOMSON, of New Jersey, from the 
Committee on Agriculture, to whom was referred 
the memorial of Warren & Son, for themselves 
and others, of Valifornia, praying the establish- 
ment of an agricultural college, asked to be dis- 
charged from ite further consideration; which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. FISH, from the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred the memorial of the 
officers and crew of the United States frigate St. 
Lawrence, asking to be allowed an increase of 
pay, submitted an adverse report thereon; which 
was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SLIDELL, from the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, to whom was referred the petition 
of Puig, Mir & Co., praying that certain duties 
paid by them upon American casks and barrels 
may be refunded, asked to be discharged from its 
further consideration, and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Finance; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the memorial of Puig, Mir & Co., 
of New Orleans, praying the return of duties paid 
by them upon certain coffee imported into that city 
in two Spanish brigs, submitted a report, accom- 
panied by a bill for their relief; which was read, 
and passed to a second reading. ‘The report was 
ordered to be printed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. JONES, of Lowa, asked and obtained the 
unanimous consent of the Senate to introduce a 
bill making a grant of land to the State of lowa, 
in alternate sections, to aid in the construction of 
certain railroads in said State; which was read a 
first and second time by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BRIGHT. in pursuance of previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill for 
the relief of Lieutenant Colonel Edward R. S. 
Canby; which was read a first and second time 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. GWIN asked and obtained the unanimous 
consent of the Senate to introduce a bill granting 
the right of way to the Marysville and Benicia 
Railroad Company through and over the grounds 
of the United States at Benicia,in California; 
which was read a first and second time by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


LIGHT~HOUSE BILL. 


Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred the bill from the 
House of Representatives making appropriations 
for light- houses, light-boats, buoys, &c., and pro- 
viding for the erection and establishment of the 
same, and for other purposes, reported the same 
back without amendment, and recommended its 
passage. 


INDIAN OFFICE CLERKS. 

Mr. HUNTER. I am instructed by the Com- 
mitiee on Finance to report a bill for the relief of 
the office of Indian Affairs. It is a small private 
claim, and | hope it will be acted on now. 

The bill was read a first and second time by 
unanimous consent, and considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

It proposes to require the Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs to ascertain the amount due and re- 
maining unpaid to either of the two clerks who 
were employed in the office from April Ist, 1846, 
to July 18, 1849, on the business of reservations 
and grants under Indian treaties; to make their 
compensation equal to the sum appropriated there- 
for, as authorized by the act of May 9, 1836, 
** providing for the salaries of certain officers 
therein named, and for other purposes,” and sub- 
sequent acts and joint resolutions extending its 
Serene and to pay the amount so found to be 


ue. The sum of $1,119 80 is proposed to be | 


appropriated for that purpose. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without 


amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading, read a third time, and passed. 
FUGITIVE SLAVE LAW. 
Mr. PETTIT. The Committee on the Judi- 


i 


_ CONGR El 


memorials, praying for the repeal of the fugitive 
slave law, have had the same under consideration, 
and being of the opinion that legislation upon that 
subject is inexpedient, have directed me to report 
them back, and ask to be discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the subject. 

The PRESIDENT. Wit! the Senate discharge 


thecommittee from the further consideration of 


these various memorials? 
The committee were discharged. 


OFFICERS OF THE SENATE. 
Mr. MASON. 


tion: 

Resolved, That the additions allowed by the resolution 
of the 17th instant to the officers and others in the service 
of the Senate, for the fiseal year ending the 30th ultimo, be 
paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


I offer the following resolu- 


I have conferred with the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Finance, who says that it is desirable 
this resolution should pass, in order to simplify the 
accounts. The effect of it is simply to charge the 
contingent fund of the Senate with thesum proba- 
bly of $1,000 for the additional compensation to 
those officers whose payment relates back to the 
commencement of the fiscal year. 1 ask for its 
present consideration. 

There being no objection, the resolution was 
considered and agreed to. 


TEXAS DEBT. 

Mr. BRIGHT. 1 gave notice on Monday that 
I should ask, yesterday morning, for the consider- 
ation of the bill reported from the Committee on 
Finance **to provide for the payment of such 
creditors of the late Republic of ‘Texas as arecom- 
prehended in the act of Congress of September 9, 
1850.’’ I did not make the motion then,‘in con- 
sequence of other business intervening, but I 
move now to take up that bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole proceeded to consider 
the biil. 

The bill originally introduced by Mr. Tuomp- 
son, of Kentucky, provided for the issue of 
$8,333,000 of three per cent. stock, redeemable 
at pleasure after twenty years from January 1, 
1851; which was to be distributed amongst the 
parues holding evidences of the debt of the late 
Republic of ‘Texas, for the payment of the inter 
estor principle of which the revenues on imports 
were either specially or generally pledged. The 
parties before receiving the stock were to file in 
the Treasury Department a full discharge of any 
alleged or actual claim against the United States 
on account of this portion of the Texas debt. It 
also provided that in estimating the amount of 
such debts held against Texas, interest should be 
included up to January 1, 1851, at the rate speci- 
fied im the certificates or other evidences of debt 
issued by Texas. 

The Committee on Finance, to whom the bill 
was referred, reported it back on the 15th of June, 
1854, with a substitute proposing to distribute 
$6,500,000 in cash, pro rata, among the holders of 
such bonds or other evidences of debt of the late 
Texan Republic, as were reported to be within the 
provisions of the act of Congress, of September 9, 
1850, by the late Secretary of the Treasury, in his 


report to the President of the United States, ap- | 


proved by him on the 13th of September, 1851. It 
also provided that the creditors should release théir 
claims, and that the Texas Legislature should re 
lease the United States from ail liability on account 
of the $5,000,000 in stock, reserved under the pro- 
visions of the act of September 9, 1850; and that if 
Texas should not, before January 1, 1855, either 
release the United States, or procure from the 
creditors releases of all claim by them against the 
United States, interest should from that ume cease 
upon the reserved $5,000,000. 


On the 2ist of June the bill was recommitted || 
to the committee, who, on the Lst of July reported | 


it with an amendment to strike out all after the 
enacting clause, and insert a substitute. 
The bill was read by the Secretary. 


Mr. BRIGHT. As ume is very valuable to | 


the Senate, | should be glad if Senators would 
give their attention to what the Secretary is about 
to read. That portion which he has just read the 
committee recommend to strike out, and it is the 
substitute which he is now about to read on which 
the Senate is called to act. [ hope, therefore, 5en- 
ators will give their attention to it so that it may 


ctary, to whom were referred sundry petitionsand | be understood. 


_Suly 19, 
|| ‘The substitute was read, as follows: 


That in lieu of the sum of $5,000,000 
of Texas in five per cent. socal ot the "Seiees kn State 
the act entitled “ An act proposing to the Sjate ofTen? 
establi-hineut of her northern and western bousdan oe 
relinquishment by the said State of all territory ae ™ me 
her exterior to said boundaries, and of all her eis’! Y 


r cla 
the United States, and to establish a terri 


NS pos 
tonal go a 


, r 7 Vernme 
> mgy 9? ot 
for New Mexico,” passed September 9, 1550, the ineuings 


which stock was restricted by the first Provis”, to the ¢ 

a : ; il ’ Me fifth 
proposi'ion contained in the first section of said act 
Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, author a 
aud directed to pay to the creditors of the late Seen 
Texas, who hold such bonds or other evidences Of deve of 
which the revenues of that Republic were pledged. as 7 
reported to be within the provisions of the said act of 
tember 9th, 1850, by the report of the fate See 
the Treasury to the President’of the United States and 
proved by him onthe 13th day of September, 1851, or white 
come within the provisions of said act, according to a 
opinion upon the Texas compact of the present Atornes 
General of the United States, addressed to the Secretary q 
the Treasury, under date of September 26, 1853, the au 
of $8,500,000, to be apportioned among the said holder 
pro rata. * 

Sec.2. And he it further enacted, That in all cases where 
the State of ‘Texas may have paid any portion of the de t 
described in this act, the said Secretary shall refund to the 
proper officer of said State the amount actually so paid py 
the State upon the presentation at the Treasury Denart. 
mentofthe evidences of svid debt, on which the said State 
inay have made sueh payment: Provided, The said cum 
shall not exceed the proportion which would have been aj. 
lowed to the creditor or creditors, if such payment on saig 
evidences of debt had not been made by the State of Texas 
and where any original certifieates or other evidences of 
debt have been surrendered to the authority of the State of 
Texas,such new certificates shall be received as evidences 
of the onginal amount ot the ¢ in. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That no payment 
shall be made ander this act to any holder of said securities 
or evidences of debt, unless the said holder shall first exe. 
cute to the United States a receipt for the said payment, iq 
which said holder shall forever release all claim against 
the United States for or ov account of the said securities or 

| evidences of debt, and shall also indorse upon said Security 
or evidence of debt, a credit for the amount so received by 

| said holder, in such form as the Secretary of the ‘T'reasury 
may prescribe, and the said certificates, or other evidences 
of debt, shall then be deposited with the Treasury Depart- 
ment for the benefit of those whom it may concern, until 
otherwise directed by law. 

Sec. 4. «ind be it further enacted, That before pay- 
ment of the moneys aforesaid, the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury shall give notice, by public advertisement, far the space 
of ninety days, of the time at which said payment will be 
made, and no payment shall be made on any bond, certifi. 
cate, or evidence of debt, which shall not, thirty days before 
the time limited by said notice, be presented at the Treas- 
ury Department. 

Sec. 5. nd be if further enacted, That the sum of 
88,500,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated out of 
any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriaied, 
for the purpose of carrying iuto effect the provisions of this 
act. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That this act shall not 
take etfect until itshall be assented to by an act of the Legis- 
lature of the State of Texas, and a copy of the act of said 
State, duly authenticated, deposited in the Treasury De- 
partment at Washington. 


The pending question was on this amendment; 
and it was agreed to. 


Mr.BRIGHT. Mr. President, this subject has 
| been so long before the Senate, that | should con- 
sider it a waste of time this morning to go into 
the general arguments connected with the ques- 
tion. | deem it proper, however, to state the 
basis upon which the committee have acted in 
| making this recommendation. The bill upon its 
| face would indicate that it is an appropriation out 
of the Treasury for the purpose of paying this 
' debt. Such ts not the fact. 
| The amount proposed to be paid by the bill, as 
it now stands, was appropriated by one of what 
are known as the compromise measures of 1890. 
In the act of 1850, defining and settling a bound- 
ary between Texasand the United States, the sum 
of $10,000,000 was appropriated, $5,000,000 of 
which was reserved for the purpose of relieving 
the United States from any liability that might 
result in consequence of the debt of Texas, for 
which her import duties had been previously 
pledged. 

The five millions reserved is in the shape of 
stock—five per cent. stock—which is now worth 
| in the market, with interest and premium, six and 
/ahalf millions of dollars. The amount propo 
| to be appropriated by the bill is just the amount 
which will be due at the expiration of the time 
' when this stock matures. Hence, the only potst 

presented for the consideration of the Senate's; 
whether, for the purpose of settling this vex 
| question, which has -been before the Senate for 
| years past, and will be for years to come, unless 
settled, you anticipate the balance of the time this 
debt has to run; that is to say, pay the interest 
now, instead of at the end of the time. 
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vr, SHIELDS. 

. the Government owes $5,000,000, and the 

+ which is to acerue upon the $5,000 QUO. | 

il contemplates giving the $5,000,000 and 

the supposed premium upon the stock, and the 
presi upon the debt and the premium together. 


aright, 


ynceres 


Tt a0 


: Wr. BRIGHT. The bill cancels the obligation 
Mr. 


rhe United States to issue the stock. That 


of : . 
y k jis now worth in the market a premium of 


fourteen per cent. The €&5 000,000, together with 
interest and premium, on the Istof January last, 
ost | have amounted to $6,500,000 if the stock 
were issued; but this bill cancels the obligation of 
the United States to issue the stock, and requires 
che payment in money. The stock matures ina 
‘ele over nine years from this time. Five years 
¢ thetime, in round numbers, has expired. 
Mr. SHIELDS. 1 wish to ask the honoraole 
Senator what the amount of the original debt, 
vhieh is $0.000,000, and the interest accruing 
n the $5,000,000, will be at the expiration of 
thal time? 

“Mr. BRIGHT. Just what is appropriated in 


the bill. The bill, as it now stands, proposes to 


of 


w! 
ul 


If I understand the subject I] 


THE 


But-I will ask the honorable Senator whether 


| he or his colleague has ever asseried on this floor 


anpropriate at this time the amount of the debt for 


which the United States are liable, $5 000,000, 
and the interest on that at the end of fourteen 
years. That is all it proposes. It is proposed 
further, that before this bill can take effect, the 
assent of Texas shall be obtained, and that no 
part of the money shall be paid until the credi- 





iors of Texas have filed a full and final release 


to the United States. T'he committee, after a very 


thorough examination of the case, have come to | 


the conclusion that this is a fair and just settle- 
ment between all the parties. 


refer it to T'exas for her assent. 


: : 
Weare willing to 
If she refuses | 


to give that assent, it will then be an open ques- | 


tion, and will remain here for further agitation. 
If she accepts the offer, it will end the question. 
If any gentleman objects to this, I hope he will 


propose substitute that will be more fair, equit- | 


ble, and just. 
Mr. CHASE. 
tlon it 1s to pay now, in lieu of the five per cent. 


If I understand this proposi- | 


bonds which were issued, | think, for fourteen | 


years, the sum of $8,500,000. Those bonds were 
issued in 1850. ‘here is then now 


due four | 


years’ interest upon these bonds, or twenty per | 


cent.,. which would make the exact amaunt at the 
end of four years, $6,000,000. The honorable 
Senator from Indiana states that the premium 
which this stock now commands in the market 
would, added to the interest, make altogether the 
sum of $6,500,000. The bill proposes to pay 
$3,500,000. . Taking the statement exac!ly as it 
is, then, the proposition is to pay $2,000,000, for 
which there is no obligation on the part of the 
United States exising in contract. That is the 
simple proposition. It is to pay $2,000,000 for 
the sake of getting rid of a vexed quesuon. For 


one, sir, | am not prepared to vote in favor of 


that payment. 

lt has been stated repeatedly upon this floor in 
the course of the discussions of this winter and 
past winters, and I think stated by the honorable 
Senator from Texas, (Mr. Rusx,] that there was 
no obligation whatever upon the part of the United 
Siates to pay any proportion of the debt of Texas. 


That was my opinion at the commencement of | 


the discussion, and it remains ‘unchanged to day. 
Mr. RUSK. 
taken me, He puts me on the opposite side from 
that which Loceupy. 1 have said from the begin- 
ning, (1 have omiited no occasions, when it could 
be properly said, and frequently when it could 
not be properly said,) that the United States were 
bound in conscienceand equity to pay more than 
one half of the debt of Texas, in consequence of 
the violation by this Government of her treaty 
supulations, in permitting Indians to war upon 
us Continually, 
_Mr. CHASE. Then I misapprehend the po- 
sition of the honorable Senator in regard to the 
obhgations of the United States to Texas; but I 
think Ido not misunderstand his opinions in re- 
gard to the ground of this obligation. The Sen- 
ator new states that his ground of obligation is, 
that the United States have failed to fulfil their 
obligations in respect to the Indians, and that 
Gamages sustained by the State of Texas, in con- 
Sequence of Indian incursions, have created a 


claim upon the Treasury of the United States for 
avery large amount. 


The honorable Senator has mis- | 


that the United States were bound to pay any 
part of the debts of Texas, upon the ground that 
they were debts secured by thecustoms revenue of 
Texas? 

Mr. RUSK. I have not. 

Mr. CHASE. The honorable Senator says he 
has not, and that was the point. The ground apon 
which this debt was provided for, in the year 
1850, was, that the United States were lable to 
pay thédebts of Texas, because by annexation the 
United States had become possessed of the reve 
nue of Texas, out of which those debts would oth- 
erwise have been paid. 

Everybody knows, Mr. President, that the 
United States, in 1845, entered into a solemn com- 
pact with Texas, by which it was expressly stip- 
ulated that the vast area of ‘T'ex»s, her vast public 
domaim, should be reserved intact to that State, 
and that the State itself should pay her entire debt, 
and that that debt should in no event become a 
charge upon the Treasury of the United States. 
The honorable Senator from Texas did nothing 
more than was to be expected from his known 
candor and fairness, when he repudiated all claim 
upon the United States on the ground of any obli- 
gation to discharge the debts of Texas beeause 
the United States had become possessed of her 
revenues. 

I do not propose to go into that matter now. 
It was settled in 1850, so far as the Congress of 
that day proposed to settle it. It was settled against 
my vote; but at that time Congress did agree to 
assume, in behalf of the United States, $5,000,000 
of the debts of Texas. 

Now, sir, we are bound to pay that money. It 
is a debt honestly due, and it amounts now to 
$6,000,000, and | am ready at any time to vote 
for an appropriation of that sum to be paid to the 
creditors of ‘Texas, or to the State of Texas her- 
self, as the creditors and Texas shall arrange. 
But not believing that there was any original just 
ground of claim, and not believing that there is 
now any just ground of claim, I am unwilling to 
pay the sum of $2,000,000 to the creditors of 
‘Texas, when the sole ground urged is not any 
compact, not any obligation of puvlic duty, but 
simply to get rid of vexation. If thatis a ground 
of claim, although your Treasury is very full 
now, it certainly would be empty to-morrow. | 
thus have stated very briefly the grounds on which 
lam compelled to vote against this bill; and hav- 


| ing stated my views | shall not prolong the dis- 


| this Government at all in this case. 


cussion. 
Mr. TOUCEY. I do not admit the liability of 
We have, 


however, a fund in our hands which is to assume 


| the form of a debt, paying interest at five per 


|| interest to pay. 


| called the boundary act. 
| the five millions with interest in an 


| creditors. 


cent., at a future day, and the premiums on the 
bonds at this time, as | understand, would be 
some fourteen or fifteen per cent. 

Now, sir, we have this fund, and we have this 
I shall give my vote in favor of 
the bill recommended by the committee, on the 
ground that we pay what we are now willing to 
pay to buy in any debt or stock, and make a fur- 
ther concession by way of compromise. 
amount is not very large, and if we can dispose of 
this whole subject by making a moderate conces- 
sion and get rid of it, in conformity with the rec- 
ommendation of the committee, Lacquiesce in it 
But in doing so, | cannot recognize the liability of 
this Goveroment for the debt of Texas. | rise 
not to discuss the question, but barely to express 


|| the ground on which | shall give my vote. 


Mr. HUNTER. Itis not my purpose to make 
a speech on this question, but | merely wish to 
state my views in regard to it. I cannot vote for 
this bill. I consider it as assuming, in part at 
least, a debt of Texas which we do not owe. I 
am willing to carry out the obligation of what is 
lam willing to pay over 
manner that 
, exas and the 
| believe, sir, | would go further. I 
would pay five millions of stock and the premium. 
| am willing to pay what we owe according to 
the statement of any fair account, but I am not 
willing to pay one cent beyond that; and, there- 
fore, | shall vote against the bill. 


may be designated by the State of 


The | 


NGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. BRIGHT. There is an amendment neces- 


sary to come in at the end of the first section. 
Mr. DIXON. I desire to know of the Senator 


} 


1807 


from Indiata, ifthis bill proposes to pay anything 
but principal and interest? 

Mr. BRIGHT. tt proposes, as I stated be- 
fore, to anticipate the interest for the residue of 
the term. It proposes tu pay just what the bonds 
will amount to at the expiration of the time fer 
which they were issued. 

I move to amend, by addiog at the end of the 
first section, the words: 


——— oa —————— 


Provided, That the interest on the debt embraced in thie 
act shall be cateulared and regulated by the existing laws 
of the State of Texas. 

That was an omission in the bill reported by 
the committee. 

Mr. HUNTER. I do not understand that. 
The interest on what debt? 

Mr. BRIGHT. Upon the debt of Texas. 
Texas has passed an act whereby the interest on 
such debt ceased. The object ts to make the bill 
conformable to her legislation, and as far as pos- 
sible to make it acceptable to her when her Legts- 
lature shall come to declare its assent or dissent. 

Mr. PEARCE. I apprehend. that will make 
very little difference. Phe money appropriated 
by this bill 1s not suffictent to pay all the claims 
of the creditors. It proposes to distribute the 
amount pro rata, and there will not be more than 
enough money, indeed there will not be money 
enough, to pay the whole of these debts, and the 
interest upon therm to the time whenjby the legis- 
lation of the State of Texas, the interest ceases; so 
that it will really make no difference. In regard 
to the bill itself, | am so situated on the subject, 
that it does not become me to detain the Senate 
by any long discussion at present. | however, 
bee leave to say a very few words. 

The oblization of the Government of the United 
States, under the act of 1850, is to the State of 

lexus, and not to its creditors. That is certain, 
It is an obligation to issue to the State of Texas 
$5,000,000 in bonds, taking fourteen years to run, 
and paying five per cent. interest; but this issue is 
not to be made, according to the act of 1850), until 
all the creditors of Texas, to whom their duties or 
customs were pledged for the security of the bonds 
or other evidence of debts, shall have released any 
claim which they may have against the Govern- 
ment-of the United States, and filed such releases 
atthe Treasury. That is the provision of the act 
of 1850. It was intended to compel &n arrange- 
ment berween theState of Texas and her creditors. 
It has failed in its effect. No arrangement has been 
made. ‘Texas fas not paid these creditors her 
debts; and, except as to a very small portion of 
them, has paid none of them. The releases have 
not been filed at the Treasury; and the bonds can- 
not be issued until the releases of all the claims 
are filed. 

That being the condition of things, it is evident 
that no settlement of the matter between the cred- 
itors of ‘Texas and the State of Texas, and the 
United States, as against whom these creditors 
also claim that they have a demand, can be made 
without further legislation; and I do not see how 
it is possible for us to adopt any further legislation 
except bythe assent of Texas, because $5,000,000 
of the stock proposed to be issued by the act of 
1850 were to be issued to her, and not to her cred- 
itors. 

In the mean time thecreditors are suffering. The 
delay in effecting a settlement between them and 
Texas is ruining them. Many of them are our 
own citizens, and they think—and not without 
reason—that besides the claim which they have 
apon Texas, they have a claim upon the Govern- 
ment of the United States. The Senator from 
Ohio {[Mr. Cuase] thinks that they have no claim 
because we appropriated the funds pledged by the 
State of Texas to the liquidation of these debts. 

There are others who think they have a claim. 
W hat the precise extent of it is, whether it is per- 
fectly right, or whether it isa claim for a perfect 
and complete indemnity from the United States, it 
is not necessary for me to argue. They believe 
they have a claim, and they have under the laws 
of nations, | think, good authority for asserting 
that they have suchaclaim. But 1 do not propose 
—the bill does not propose—to pay the creditors in 
full. It propozesan arrangement which may becon- 
sidered a release. Undoubtedly the bill proposes 
to appropriate a larger sum of money than Is now 
due upon these bonds, even if you include the 
premium which has been mentioned in the argu- 
ment. The amount to be given, as stated by the 
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Senator from Indiana, is the amount of the 
$5,000,000 bonds with interest on them, caley- 


| 
| 


| 





leases should be made. The creditors themselves | 
allege that they have a claim against the United 


lated up to the time of their maturity, and, there- || States, and many persons think that claim well | 


fore, it is manifest if we adopt this bill, we shall 


be giving the creditors of Texas a sum between | 


$2,000,000 and $1,700,000 more than is now due 
upon the bonds. 


The only question, therefore, is, as to these two 


millions. Willthe United States give the two 
millions beyond what they now actually owe to 
the State of Texas, in order to settle this vexed 
question, in order to relieve ourselves of the per- 
petual demands of the creditors of Texas, for 
ample and full indemnity, upon the Treasury of 
the United States, and in order to relieve them 
from the consequences of the delay which is so 
ruinous to them? 


I think we have often made appropriations upon | 


grounds vastly weaker than those on which this 
billis urged. For myself, I shall not hesitate to 
give it my vote, not upon the ground that we are 


under strict legal obligation to pay this money, | 


but beeause we are under liability to Texas to pay 
her $5,000,000 with interest upon it, which in 
about ten years would amount to the precise sum 
mentioned in the bill,and because the excess over 
what we now undisputably owe is, I think, a 
small consideration to pay for the settlement of a 
question likely to harass us so long, and which, 
in all probability, at some day, if not now, will 
be acknowledged. 
for the relief of the individual creditors, whose 


And it should also be done | 


safety from ruin depends upon theaction we take | 


on this bill. If wedo not pass it, or some other 


bill like it, the question will remain unsettled until | 


the expiration of the fourteen years, the time for 
which these bonds were considered as issued. 


Mr. SHIELDS. Before the honorable Senator || 


| 


sits down I desire to ask him if he has calculated | 
what the debt, and interest, and premium, up to | 


this time, would be? 

Mr. PEARCE. The debt and the interest 
Upon it, up to the Ist of January next, will be 
$6,000,000. As to the premium which the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury will not pay on these bonds 
issued and redeemable by him according to the 


pratice pursued, if, acccording to the statement of | 


the honorable Senator from Indiana, it be fourteen 


rer cent., that would be $700,000 more; that would 
e 


$6,700,000. So that the Senate are to consider || 


whether they will advance, as a compromise of 
this disputed question, the sum of $2,000,000 over 
and above what we now actually owe. I think 


founded; and it was as a compromise of that || 


claim that I spoke of it. 
Mr. BRIGHT. I will state to the Senator | 


that the answer to his position is to be found in || 
the fact that the debt of Texas, at this time, || 


amounts to about $13.000,000, say thirteen in | 
round numbers. Her creditors have sent memo- 
rial after memorial here for the last five years, 
alleging that the United States is bound for the 


| payment of every dollar of that debt, on the 


we should be cheaply rid of the question by | 


passing the bill to rescue the creditors from ruin, 
and satisfy the State of Texas. 

Mr. WALKER. The amendment offered by 
the Senator from Indiana, I think, does not alter 
the question presented by the bill, so far as we 
should view it in the relations of the United States 
Government to it. I wish to understand it, his mat- 
ter, and for that purpose shall state what my 


present understanding is, so that if I am wrong | 
I may be corrected. If I understand it, the Govern- | 


ment of the United States owes the State of Texas 
$5,000,000 under the compromise act, as it is 
called, of 1850. Upon these $5,000,000, under 
that act, interest has run which will make it 
$6,000,000 on the first of January next. 
sum is taken, and the interest is calculated upon 
it for nine or ten years—which ? 

Mr. BRIGHT. For nine years. 

Mr. WALKER. Then the $6,000,000 is 
taken, and nine years’ interest calculated upon it, 
and added to the $6,000,000, and that-is made 
the aggregate which, in this bill, we are to appro- 


a for the benefit of the creditors of Texas. If || 
am correct in that, I should like te hear upon || 


what principle we are to make this advance from 


$5,000,000 to $8,500,000. So far as I have heard | 


any answer to it, it is given by the Senator from 
Maryland, (Mr. Pearce,] and that is, that we 
dhgesd y it by way of compromise. I| should 
like to know if we are in any difficulty with the 
State of Texas which is forcing us to a compro- 
mise? I do not understand the State as -raising 
any serious question with the Government as to 
the liability of the Government; but if she does 
raise it—— 

Mr. PEARCE. If the Senator will allow me, 
I did not state that it was a controversy between 
the State of Texas and the United States as to any 
amount of money. I stated the claim of Texas, 
as to these $5,000,000 of bonds, when the re- 





This | 


| 





| Texas. 


ground that Texas was annexed to the United | 
States under circumstances which took from her 
all means of paying the debt, and necessarily 
threw it as a charge upon the United States. That 
position is denied by many Senators, and by many 
others admitted. Iam one among the latter, and 
Iam not alone in it. Now,Aor the purpose of 
effecting a compromise between these parties, and 
between the creditors of Texas and the General 
Government, we say to them, we will pay you 
the $5,000,000 stipulated under the act of 1850, 
now; instead of waiting nine years, provided 
Texas will assent to the arrangement. Who 
doubts that if this proposition fails another ses- 
sion will find us legislating again upon this sub- 
ject? Who doubts that the creditors will be found 
appealing to us for payment of the entire debt, 
and so will they continue until the time shall 
have expired for the maturity of the stock stipu- | 
lated to be issued under the *‘ act’’ of 1850. Thisis, 
in short, another, and it is to be hoped a full and 
final, compromise of this vexatious and embarrass- 
ing subject, and as there is a probability of its ac- 
ceptance by the State of Texas, let us close it at 
once and forever, justiceto our own citizens and 
the public interests, alike prompt this course, 

Mr. WALKER. The controversy, then, it 
seems, is not as between Texas and the General 
Government, but between the creditors of Texas 
and the Genera! Government; they alleging, on 
their part, that the Government of the United States 
is liable for the whole amount of the Texas debt. 
That is one question. The question before the 
Senate is, What have we agreed to do? Have 
we ever assumed the debt of Texas? 
we have not assumed that debt. We stipulated 
by the act of 1850 to pay to Texas $10,000,000. 
Five millions of that ten were reserved in the 
hands of the Government to meet contingencies 
contemplated by the act. Now, it is proposed 
that we shall compromise, in consequence of the 


claims set up by the creditors of Texas, and pay || 


$3,500,000 beyond that sum. It is true, that if 


amount to $6,000,000. ‘That the Government is 
bound for; but it has never assumed the debt of 
She promised, by the compromise act of 
1850, to pay $5,000,000 in a given time, with in- 
terest upon it. ‘This is, then, a proposition which, 
in its equivalents, asks the Government to increase 


| the amount which she has assumed, and to pay 


| to the creditors of Texas $3,500,000 beyond it. 


| I cannot vote for it. 


Texas shall acquiesce, every dollar that was | 


For one, 1 say, with the Senator from Virginia, 
TI am willing to vote now | 
upon any terms that may be deemed just to the 
creditors of Texas, and in which the State of 


| promised by the act of 1850. They may fix their 


| own terms, but when they fix terms which do not || 
| simply ask the Government to comply with its | 





promise of 1850, but ask it to go $3,500,000 be- | 
yond that, | cannot vote for it. 


Mr. ‘RUSK obtained the floor. 


Mr. BRODHEAD. 1 do not like to interfere 
with the business of the Senate. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Srvarrt.) | 


The Senator from Texas has the floor. Does he | 


yie'd to the Senator from Pennsylvania? i 


Mr. RUSK. Yes, sir. 


| 
Mr. BRODHEAD. Nor do I wish to prevent | gai), py all the means in their power, maintain peace 4 


the Senator from Texas addressing the Senate on 


this question at this time, if he desires to do so; | 


} 
but | suggest to him whether it would not be bet- | 
ter, in view of many considerations, that we | 
should take up this bill to-morrow morning during 
the morning hour, and as this is the first time it | 
has been before us, we can then consider it more 
thoroughly. It isa pretty large question, and I 
think, all things cqnsidered, it would be as well to | 


| 
1 


| now take up the homestead bill, 


Not at all; || 
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let it go over until to-morrow, so that we may 
| Mr. BRIGHT. 1 stated when | asked 1) 

Senator to take up the bill, that { would not nro. 
it to the prejudice of the special order, If ny 
fore, Senators desire to go on with the ‘ are 
order I will give way, but I think we can on 
vote upon this to-day. 1 hope no Senator wish ; 
to speak upon it. - 

Mr. MASON. I have stated to the Sep 

; ; . alor 
from Indiana, when he said that he thought 
would not take more than an hour to consider this 
bill, that I should feel it my duty toask the Sen : 
to go into Executive session, and | must ea 
| when the debate upon this question clo 7 
when the consideration of it is postponed, 

Mr. DODGE, of lowa. Do I understand that 
the Senator from Texas is willing to postpone th 
consideration of the subject until to-morrow? : 

Mr. RUSK. I should prefer to go on now I 
shall not occupy more than twenty minutes, — 

Several Senators. Go on. 

Mr. RUSK. Mr. President, for several years 
past, in the early part of every session, some of 
the Texas creditors have petitioned Congress fo 
the payment of their claims. - These petitions 
have or been referred to the Committee oy 
Finance; and I have, upon several occagjons 
urged upon that committee to make an early rs. 
port, so that time might be allowed for the discus. 
sion of the subject. 

While I would make no complaint in reference 
to the action of the committee referred to, | am 
nevertheless, compelled to regret that they have 
always reported ata late day in the session, 
that sufficient time has not been allowed fur the 

proper discussion of the grave questions presented 
by these petitions. I have, upon more than one 
occasion, said that although Texas had been |i). 
erally charged with repudiation, | could show that 
it was the United States Government, and not 
Texas, that repudiated just obligations. 

In 1850, immediately after the Committee of 
Thirteen was formed, | presented to Mr. Clay, 
the chairman of that committee, a proposition 
from the Texas delegation for the settlement of 
all matters in dispute between that State and the 
United States. The proposition was to agree upon 


Ses, or 


|| the thirty-fourth parallel of north latitude as the 


boundary line, Texas ceding all north of that line 
to the United States, and releasing them from all 


'| claims hereafter on account of encroachments 


| of the Indians of the United States upon Texas 
prior to annexation, for a sum sufficient to pay off 
the Texas debt in full. Inthe paper which I sub- 


i | mitted to Mr. Clay, I stated that a very large por- 
the debt should now be paid—$5,000,000, with in- | 
terest upon itup to the Ist January next—it would || 


tion of that debt had been created by the neces- 
sity of defending ourselves against the Indians of 
‘the United States, whom this Government was 
| bound, by every principle of humanity and good 
| neighborhood, as well as by treaty obligations, o 

restrain, but utterly failed to do so. By this fail- 
ure to comply with their treaty obligations, ata 
time when she was contending at fearful odds 
against Mexico, they subjected Texas, at vast 
expense of blood and treasure, to defend herself 
against the Indians of the United States, whom 
you were bound, by the most sacred obligations, 
to restrain from outrages upon us. | shall, sir, 
| now proceed, as briefly as possible, to show, 
First. That the United States were bound to re 
| strain these Indians; and 

Secondly. That the Government failed to com- 
ply with its obligations in this particular. — 
If I succeed in establishing these positions, | 

think it follows as a necessary consequence thet 

_ this Government is in good faith and honor bound 


| to pay what Texas was forced to expend, in con 
| sequence of the violation of the oft acknowledged 


obligations of the United States. 
The first piece of evidence which [ shall adduct, 
is the thirty-third article of the treaty with Mex 


‘| ico in 1831, which is in the following words: 


‘It is likewise agreed that the two contracting parties 


| harmony among the several Indian nations who inhabit e 

lands adjacent to the lines and rivers which form the bou ; 

aries of the two countries; and the better to attam . 

| object, both parties bind themselves expressly (0 en’ 
by force all hostilities and incursions on the part of the . 

' dian nations living within their respective boundaries, 

| that the United States of America will not suffer thet 


|| dians to attack the citizens of the United Mexican St, 


nor the Indians inhabiting their territory, nor will 
| United Mexican States permit the Indians residing _ 
' their territories to evramit hostilities against the citizen 








